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CURRENT TOPICS. 

Tux InconporaTeD Law Society have issued a gong con- 
taining the Solicitors Act, 1888, with the rules made thereunder, 
and a series of forms for use in proceedings under the Act, pre- 
faced by clear and detailed instructions with regard to proceed- 
ings before the Statutory Committee. We print these instruc- 
tions elsewhere. 





WE aGIvE a the _— 4 eas — of 
the Council of the In w Society during year 
ending the 15th of April last. The President is, of course, at 
the head of the list with 194 attendances, but his average has 
always been high; Mr. Pennivaron has 151 attendances and 
Mr. Barxer has 133. 

As wit be seen from the letter we print eleewhere, a es 
addressed to the House of Commons, by the 
of the Solicitors’ wey oy Ried Association, is in course of 
signature by members of that association and others 
business at the Royal Courts, praying for the erection 
passenger lifts at each entrance to the offices. The petition 
points out that the offices on the upper floors are chiefly those 
of the masters of the Chancery judges, the masters of the 
Queen’s Bench Division, the Chancery registrars, the taxing- 
masters of the Chancery Division, the masters in Lunacy, and 
the Admiralty registrars, with their respective staffs; that 
between these offices and those on the ground floors there is 
continual intercourse; that, excluding the two principal en- 
trances to the courts, there are seven entrances to the various 
offices, and from the lower to the upper floors there is an 
average of 110 steps; that the ascent and descent of these steps 
entails great physical exertion, and, in the case of those who are 
unable to bear the severe strain, necessitates their having to rest 
at intervals, causing considerable inconvenience and loss of time ; 
and that serious —— to health have resulted by reason 
of the before-mentioned physical strain. 








A curious instance of the ee 
rule of court by the mere light of common sense is 


f venturing to i a 
of venturing renieed by 
the R. 8. 0,, ord. 54n, r. 4 (1) (@). Uniler the Trustee Act, 
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1893, s. 42, trustees, or the majority of trustees, having in their 
hands or under their control money or securities belonging to 
@ trust, may pay the same into the High Court. Ord. 54n, r. 4, 
 rescribes the method for doing this. Where a trustee desires 
to make a lodgment under the above section, he must make and 
file an affidavit intituled in the matter of the trust and of the 
Act, and setting forth, among other things, the following in- 
formation required by sub-section (¢d). Wegive the sub-section 
in full: ‘‘(d) The place where he is to be served with any 
petition, summons, or order, or notice of any proceeding relating 
to the money or securities.” Now, this appears, at first sight, 
to be capable of only one interpretation. The trustee pays the 
money into court on his affidavit, and states therein an address 
for service, so that if any person claiming the money applies by 
petition or summons for payment out, he may serve the trustee 
at the address for service. If he proceeds by summons, it must 
of necessity be an originating summons, and it is therefore 
natural to infer that in such a case service of the originating 
summons at the address for service given in the affidavit is good 
service. The sub-section quoted above does not actually say 
this, but it appears to imply it in the most direct way ; indeed, 
if that is not its meaning, it is not easy to see what it does mean. 
That is the common-sense view of the matter. 





In INTERPRETING rules of court, however, common sense 
must be used with caution. The sub-section quoted above is 
not so young or so simple as it looks. It is in fact a provision 
with a past. It was taken from the repealed Funds Rules, 
1874 (r. 34), which in its turn was taken from the Chancery 
Consolidated Orders (ord. 41, r. 1-(2)), which was a mere 
repetition of the Chancery General Order of the 10th of June, 
1848, ord. 1. The original of 1848 provided that the trustee 
should state in his affidavit, among other things: ‘‘(2) The 
place where he is to be served with any petition or any notice 
of any proceeding or order of the court, or of the judge in 
chambers, relating to the trust fund.” It will be seen, there- 
fore, that the words are in effect the same, except that the word 
‘‘summons” has been introduced. In 1852, after payment into 
court by a trustee, a claimant petitioned for payment out to him 
as absolutsly entitled. The trustee’s affidavit contained the 
required address for service. He could not be found, and 
therefore could not be served personally. The petitioner applied 
in court to the Master of the Rolls for leave to serve the trustee 
at the address for service given in the affidavit. The Master of 
the Rolls, on being satisfied that personal service was not 
possible, gave the petitioner leave to serve the trustee at the 
address for service, but expressly reserved the right of the 
trustee to object at the hearing (Zz parte Baughan, 16 Jurist 
325). In 1866 the same circumstances arose (fe Lawrence, 14 
W. R. 93). The trustee in this case was a solicitor, and 
gave, in the affidavit for payment into court, the address of 
his office at 12, Watling-street. The petitioner served him by 
leaving a copy of the petition at that address with the trustee’s 

er. At the hearing it was shewn that the trustee could 
not be found at the address given, and that service had been 
effected in the manner stated. The case of Hr parte Baughan 
(supra) was cited. The court held that the service was bad. 
Vice-Chancellor Krxperstzy said: ‘‘The court always requires 
trustees to be served, and there must be personal service upon 
the individual, ordinarily speaking. It is the duty of the person 
serving to find the party to be served. If he cannot be found, 
the place indicated may be a sufficient address.” It appears, 
therefore, that the object of the original rule requiring the 
trustees to furnish an address for service in the affidavit for 
payment into court was, not to dispense with personal service of 
the petition or other proceeding dealing with the fund, but to 
secure upon the record an address whereat, if personal service 
could not be effected, substituted service might be ordered. It is 
a@ pity that in re-enacting the sub-section in 1893 words were 
not added clearly indicating its intention. As it stands it is 
misleading unless its past history is raked up to explain it. 





Apakt From the instance given above, it is a strange omission 
from the R. 8. C. that they nowhere contain a provision as to 


how an originating summons is to be served. The Consolidated 
Orders did not contain any provision specifying the mode of 
service, and though the Act 15 & 16 Vict. c. 86 (1852), s. 45, 
required proof of “‘ due service,” it did not specify the kind of 
service required. According to Sidney Smith’s Practice, ed. 
| 1862, p. 909, the summons originating proceedings had to be 
| served by delivering to and leaving with the party, or some 
| member of his family, at his dwelling-house, a duly sealed copy 
| of the summons. The practice of requiring personal service of 
an originating summons in the same manner as a writ of sum- 
mons has grown up without direct statutory authority. It 
would be difficult to shake that practice now, because the 
R. 8. C., 1893, prescribed a new form of originating summons 
containing mandatory words precisely similar to those in a writ 
of summons: “ Let —— within eight days after service of this 
summons on him, inclusive of the day of such service, cause an 
appearance to be entered,”’ &c. The only published statements 
in books of practice to the effect that an originating summons 
requires personal service are in Daniell’s Chancery Practice, 6th 
ed., p. 970, and in the Annual Practice, 1898, p. 945. 





THe rmPoRTANT question as to the proper course for magis- 
trates to take when they are equally divided in opinion came 
again before a Divisional Court last week in the case of Reg. v. 
Wardle. In the course of a labour dispute at South Shields, 
over two hundred summonses were issued against workmen 
under the Employers and Workmen Act, 1875, for damages for 
breach of contract in wrongfully leaving their employment. The 
question was the same in each case, and the parties agreed that 
a test case should be taken, and that the result of that case 
should decide all the others. The test case against one CLARKE 
was heard before four magistrates, and they being equally 
divided in opinion, the chairman announced that the complaint 
was dismissed. The justices, no doubt, acted on the authority 
of the case of Reg. v. Ashplant (32 Soxicrrors’ Journa 679), in 
which the High Court held that where justices are equally 
divided at petty sessions, it is a proper course to dismiss the 
summons. This was, however, a criminal case, and in criminal 
cases an accused person is entitled to the benefit of the doubt. 
Hence it is reasonable that as on indictment a prisoner is fre- 
quently acquitted, not because the jury believe him to be 
innocent, but because many of them havea strong doubt, so in 
summary proceedings, unless a majority of the justices are con- 
vinced, the prisoner ought in fairness to have the benefit of the 
equal division. In the recent case, however, the High Court 
expressed some doubt as to whether in a civil case it is the 
proper course for magistrates, when equally divided, to dismiss 
the complaint. We venture to submit that it is not a proper 
course. Inall cases at petty sessions it is well-established that 
the justices have power for any sufficient cause to adjourn the 
hearing. It is very common for justices when equally divided 
to adjourn the case so that it may be: reheard before a bench 
consisting, wholly or partly, of magistrates not present on the 
first occasion. This is no doubt a justifiable step to take in 
many criminal cases, but, in our opinion, it is the only proper 
course in a civil case. In a civil case, a mere claim for 
damages for breach of contract, there is no principle by which 
either party should have the benefit of the doubt as in a 


criminal charge. The plaintiff is entitled to have a decision on 


the merits of his case, and it is impossible to argue that there 
has been a decision on the merits when the justices who have to 
decide the matter are equally divided. 





Ir was not, however, CrarKe’s case which was directly before 
the High Court in Reg. v. Wardle. In spite of the arrangement 
that the decision in CLarKkr’s case should decide all the cases, the 
employers proceeded against another of the workmen named 
Burrows. In defence it was urged that the agreement in 
CLARKE’s case was conclusive of Burrows case, and that the 
matter was res judicata, The justices, however, heard the case 
and decided against Burrows. A rule nisi was obtained against 
the justices to shew cause why they should not state a case, and 
it was this rule which was recently argued before the Divisional 





Court and discharged. The court held that the arrangement 
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between the parties that Ciarxe’s case was to be a test case con- 
templated that there should be a decision upon the merits in 
that case. There had been no decision he age the merits, and 
therefore the complainants were entitled to proceed with 
another of the cases. Now, in criminal cases there can, properly 
speaking, be no such thing as a test case, for no agreement can 
bind an accused person to plead guilty when put upon his trial. 
In civil cases, however, where a number of actions raise the 
same issue, it is quite open to the parties to agree that one 
action shall be tried and that all the actions shall abide the 
result of that one, and such agreement will be binding. In the 
absence of agreement, also, the court may order that one of such 
actions shall be tried as a test action. But wherever one of a 
number of actions is taken as a test action whether by agree- 
ment or by order, it must also be understood that the other 
actions depend upon the result of the test action only if the test 
action be decided upon its merits. Thus in the year 1877 seventy- 
eight separate actions for misrepresentation in a prospectus were 
brought against the same defendants by different plaintiffs. 
The question was precisely the same in each case, and the court 
made an order that one should be tried as a test action, and the 
others stayed (Amos v. Chadwick, 4 Ch. D. 869). When the 
selected case came on for trial, however, the plaintiff declined to 
proceed, and the action was accordingly dismissed with costs, 
the merits never having been gone into (Robinson v. Chadwick, 
7 Ch. D. 878). Therefore, as the test action had, without any 
fault of the other plaintiffs, failed to be a real trial of the issue 
between the various plaintiffs and the defendants, the court 
ordered that another action should be substituted for that which 
had so failed (Amos v. Chadwick, 9 Ch. D. 459). Although 
this series of cases does not appear to have been brought to the 
notice of the Divisional Court, their decision was quite in 
harmony with them and was, no doubt, quite right. It is quite 
clear that any other view of the law would be very dangerous 
indeed, for in circumstances like the Chadwick cases, the plaintiff 
in the test case might be induced not to proceed with his action, 
when a gross miscarriage of justice would be the consequence. 





In coMMENTING on the decision of Kzxewicn, J., in Re De 
Nicols, De Nicols vy. Curlier (reported ante, p. 252), we remarked 
with satisfaction on the clear statement and application 
of principle contained in the judgment. The decision has 
been reversed by the Court of Appeal, not on principle (as to 
which the court apparently agreed with Kexrwicn, J.) but on 
authority. The circumstances of the case were as follow: In 
1863 Mr. and Mrs. Dz Nicots, French subjects who had been 
married at Paris in 1854 without a settlement, came over to 
England and settled in London. The domicil of both the 
spouses had always theretofore been French, but it was not 
disputed that they afterwards acquired an English domicil. 
They had between them a small fortune of about £400, 
and with this money they set up a small café near Regent- 
street—the forerunner of the well-known café of the same 
name in Regent-street. By means of the prosperous business 
to which this led, and in other ways, Mr, Dz Nicots amassed 
a fortune of about £600,000. e died in February, 1897, 
having by his will (in which he declared himself to be a 
domiciled Englishman) given his residuary real and nal 
estate upon trusts generally for the benefit of his wife for life, and 
afterwards of his only child, a daughter, and her husband and 
children. Madame Dez Nicoxs, however, claimed to be abso- 
lutely entitled to one-half of the testator’s movable property, in 
accordance with the French law as to communauté égale de biens, 
which law, she contended, as the law of the domicil of both 
parties at the date of the marriage, continued to govern the 
mutual proprietary rights of the spouses. Hence arose the 
important and difficult question whether the subsequent change 
of domicil could alter those proprietary rights. This question 
of private international law was the more interesting, and not 
the less difficult, because eminent jurists in different countries 
have taken widely different views upon it. Put shortly, the 
contradiction is between the Scotch and American authorities, 
which, on the whole, adopt the view that a change of domicil 
after marriage entirely alters the rights of the spouses, on the 








one hand, and the continental authorities, which, on the con- 
trary, regard the law of the matrimonial domiil as conferr- 
ing rights not liable to be subsequently modified. ~ 





Mr. West.ake, in his work on Private International Law 
(paregraph 36), went so far as to lay down, as the result 
which, though not yet formulated, would almost certainly be 
adopted by the English courts when the question distinotly 
arose, that, ‘'in the absence of express contract, the law 
of the matrimonial domicil tes the rights of the 
husband and wife in the movable property belonging to 
either of them at the date of the marriegé, or pre b 
either of them during the —_ By the matrimonia 
domicil is to be understood that of the husband at the date of 
the marriage, with a possible exception” of cases where 
there is an agreement for an immediate change of domicil. 
Kexewicn, J., preferring the principle which has found favour 
on the continent, eee judgment upholding the plaintiff's claim. 
Linvtzy, M.R., however, in delivering the considered judg- 
ment of the Court of Appeal, while ae pay | expressing & 
preference on principle for the view adopted in the court below, 
finds the matter settled by authority in an opposite sense, 
There is, it seems, no English case deciding the int; a 
curious state of things when it is considered how often the 
question must have arisen in practice. But in the Scotch 
appeal of Lashley v. Hog (4 Paton 581), in the House of Lords, 
the exact point was decided, the decision, as the Master of the 
Rolls remarks, not being “‘ based only on the law of Scotland,” 
but on “a most important principle of private international 
law.” That case, therefore, the Court of Appeal treated as 
conclusive of the present dispute. The question raised, indeed, 
seems to be one of those upon which it would be intolerable 
that the English and the Scotch courts should be allowed to 
take different views. It would seem to be one important 
function of the House of Lords, in its appellate capacity, to 
enforce, as it has done in re to the question of domicil itself, 
uniformity of treatment in the two countries of legal puzzles of 
this character. In the present case, therefore, it is satisfactory 
to note that no contradiction has emerged between the English 
and the Scotch Courts. 





Tue ‘‘ Sranparpd”’ of Tuesday contained a remarkable “‘ Order 
of Procession ” at Mr. Giapstone’s funeral, which was stated 
to be published on the authority of a news agency, and pur- 
ect to represent the direction of the Heralds’ Oollege. We 
not unnaturaliy searched the long list in order to see what 
arrangements the Earl Marshal had made for the representation 
of judicial personages and legal functionaries generally. We 
confess to having experienced a feeling of surprise at seeing in’ 
the foremost place, among the representatives of Law and 
Justice, ‘‘ Masters in Chancery.” One would hardly have 
expected the Heralds’ College to be so well versed in recent 
legal changes as to know that there are Masters in Chancery in 
these days. It is true that their proper title is “‘ Masters of the 
Supreme Court,” but one-half of the masters are on the Queen’s 
Bench side and one-half on the Chancery side, and it certainly 
appeared at first sight somewhat surprising that the latter 
should have alone been invited to take part in the procession. 
A further examination of the list, however, disclosed peculi- 
ow Bapegr showed that the “‘ order of the opener | ” 
supplied to our contemporary was not quite up to date, for, 
while “the Judge of the Admiralty ” was included (there being 
no such office), the Lords Justices of Appeal were omitted. The 
list, in fact, was apparently an old one touched up for the public’ 
delectation. Its actual date cannot of course be determined, but 
we think it must be about fifty years old, because the ‘* Masters in 
Chancery” therein referred to could only have been the im-’ 

t body bearing that title who were abolished by the 

of Chancery Act, 1852, and from the fact that the “Judge. 
of the Admiralty” was given a leading position in the proces- 
sion, we are inclined to think that it formed the amme of 
the State funeral of some naval hero. The puzzle is to find the’ 
missing hero, 
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THE LAND TRANSFER RULES, 
IIT, 


Part II.—First Registration (continued).— Qualified Title.—If 
upon an application for an absolute title it appears to the regis- 
trar, upon the examination of the title, that a qualified title 
only ought to be entered on the register, and the applicant, on 
being informed thereof, requests in writing that such qualified 
title should be entered, the registrar is to frame the proper 
entries for the register subject to the applicant’s approval 
thereof (rule 42). This rule has to be read with section 9 of 
the Act of 1875. A qualified title is merely an absolute title in 
respect of which a blot is entered on the register. There is no 
power to apply for registration with a qualified title. Where 
on an application for an absolute title a qualified title is all that 
can be obtained, it will in most cases, we conceive, be best to 
register with a possessory title only, as registration with a 
qualified title merely advertises the defect. 

Leaschold lond—The rules provide for the registration of 
leaseholds with absolute, qualified, and possessory titles (rules 45 
and 52), and generally apply the provisions of the Acts and rules 
relating to freeholds to leaseholds (rules 43 to 57). Wherea 
lease contains a prohibition against assignment without consent, 
the leasehold land is to be registered with a qualified title 
(rule 52); but where there is an absolute prohibition against 
alienation the land cannot be registered (see section 11 of the Act 
of 1875). Section 11 of the Act of 1875 relating to the registration 
of leasehold land is amended by the Act of 1597 (First Schedule) 
so as to include a sub-lease and to’ exclude a term created for 
mortgage purposes. It is difficult to say what the effect of the 
amendment is, but it seems it would exclude ‘‘a term created 
for mortgage purposes”’ even after a sale or foreclosure. This 
can hardly have been intended, for it frequently happens that 
on a sale or foreclosure by a mortgages by sub-demise, the 
head term cannot be got in and is neglected. Hence where this 
is the case no registration of the leasehold can take ewe If, 
however, a registered charge is taken, then on foreclosure the 
chargee will be entitled to be registered as proprietor of the 
lease (rule 107). 

Compulsory registration.—The provisions of the Act of 1897 
es to compuleory registration are extended to leaseholds (rules 
68 and 59). In acompulsory district an assignment on sale of 
@ lease or underlease having at least forty years to run or two 
or more lives to fall in is to operate as an agreement only until 
the title is registered (rule 59), A mortgage followed by a 

release of the equity of redemption would seem to offer an easy 
method of evasion of this rule. For, although the expression 
‘conveyance on sale” in rule 17 is to include a grant or 
assignment of a lease or sub-lease (rule 43), there is nothing 
ia rules 58 and 59 to incorporate the meaning of ‘‘ conveyance 
on sale ” as defined in section 20 (2) of the Act of 1897. 

Undivided shares—The Act of 1875 prohibited the registration 
of undivided shares in land or a charge (section 83). ‘This pro- 
hibitign is repealed by the Act of 1897 (section 14, sub-section 
1), and now the rules make provision as to such registration in 
the case of undivided shares in land (rule 66). There seems to 
be no reason why undivided shares in a charge should not also be 
registered. In the case of undivided shares in land, the regis- 
tration of more shares than one may, if the proprietors thereof 
so desire, and subject to the approval of the registrar, be made 
under one title, and in such case the share held by each pro- 
— is to be specified in the Proprietorship Register (7d.). 

the shares are registered under separate titles, the share to 
which each title relates is to be stated in the Property Register 
(+.). Registration of title cannot be made compulsory as to 
undivided shares (Act of 1897, s. 24). A ready method of 
evading the compulsory provisions of the Acts in the case of 
freeholds is, therefore, for a vendor to convey—reserving an 
infinitesimal undivided share (Appendix No. 8 to the report of 
the Select Committee of the House of Commons, 1895). 

Settled land,— Application for registration of settled land may 
be made by any person capable of being registered as proprie- 
tor. It is not clear from the Act of 1897 who are the persons 
capable of being registered. Section 6 (1) is as follows: 

land mey (at the option of the tenant for life) be 


where there are trustees with powers of sale, in the names 
of those trustees, or, where there is an overriding power 
of appointment of the fee simple, in the names of the 
persons in whom that power is vested. 

The expressions ‘tenant for life” and ‘‘trustees of the 
settlement ”’ are defined by section 6, sub-section 10, so as to have 
the same meaning as in the Settled Land Acts, 1882 to 1890. 
Registration of settled land in the names of trustees appears to 
be confined by the above section to trustees who have express 
powers of sale, and they are not by any means co-exten- 
sive with “trustees of the settlement” as defined by 
sub-section 10—for instance, trustees appointed under the 
Settled Land Act, 1882 (s. 38) of a cotilansent not contain- 
ing a power of sale, would not have “powers of sale” 
except on behalf of an infant under section 60 of that Act. 
Further, the definition of tenant for life above-mentioned is 
either too wide or too narrow. The Settled Land Act, 1882, 
distinguishes between a tenant for life proper and ‘‘a person 
having the powers of a tenant for life ” (see sections 10 (2), 60, 
61 (2), and 62 of that Act, where both are mentioned). That 
“a person who has the powers of a tenant for life” may be 
registered now seems clear from the forms in the first schedule 
to the rules (see forms 15, 16, and 17); but some difficulties still 
remain in the case of an infant and a tenant for life of proceeds 
of sale. By the Settled Land Act, 1882, s. 60, the powers of an 
infant tenant for life, including an infant deemed a tenant for 
life under section 59 of that Act, or having the powers of a 
tenant for life, may be exercised by the trustees of the settle- 
ment, or, if none, by the persons appointed by the court. By 
section 63 of that Act a person entitled to the income of the 
proceeds of sale of land held on trust for sale, or of the rents 
until sale, ‘‘is deemed to be a tenant for life thereof”; but 
under section 7 of the Settled Land Act, 1882, his statutory 
powers are not to be exercised without the leave of the court. 
It is difficult to see, if an infant who ‘‘is deemed a tenant for 
life’ under section 59 is within the section of the Act of 1897 
above set out, why a person who “is deemed a tenant for life”’ 
under section 63 of the Settled Land Act, 1882, should not also 
be within the section. On the other hand, where land is 
conveyed to truetees on trust for sale, they are clearly the 
persons who ought to be registered until an order is obtained 
until section 7 of the Settled Land Act, 1884. Moreover, 
section 68 of the Act of 1875 expressly enables trustees for sale 
to apply for registration. 
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CORRESPONDENCE, 
LIFTS AT THE LAW COURTS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—On behalf of the members of the Solicitors’ Managing Clerks’ 
Association, I thank you for the remarks contained in your last 
week’s issue upon the subject of passenger lifts at the Law Courts, 
and I hope the common-sense view you put forward will have some 
weight with the authorities. 
The question of lifts has been under consideration by my council 
for some time past, and last October I wrote to the Lord Chancellor 
urging not only the necessity of lifts, but also of there being a bridge 
to connect the east and west wings on the southern side of the 
Courts, and an office in the western wing for the sale of stamps. 
My letter was duly acknowledged, but, so far as I know, no attention 
has been paid to it. 
The matter of lifts is of so serious a character that we are about 
to present a petition to the House of Commons praying for their 
erection at or near to the several entrances to the offices connected 
with the Courts. For the information of yourself and your readers 
I send you a copy of it. A large number of signatures love already 
been obtained, and, as announced in the notice to our members, & 
copy of the petition lies at this office for signature. 

ALFRED TURNER, Hon. Gen. Sec. 
The Solicitors’ Managing Clerks’ Association, 12, New-court, 
Lincoln’s-inn, May 25. 





COINCIDENCE f 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 
Sir,—A. and B. (not relatives, but probably slightly acquainted 





registered either in the name of the tesant for life, or, 


with each other) were born over 69 years ago and within a month of 





— a © wy 


oF menus 


B@EEese 











May 28, 1898. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL; _ 


[Vol. 42.] 522 














each other. They both insured their lives in the same office. Their 
licies were for the same sum. They both died in 1898. They both 
Toft wills appointing (different) executors. 

Their ages were not admitted when insurances effected. They 
both left ‘‘ Family” Bibles containing entries of events in their 
respective families (forthcoming in proof of ages). Their respective 
executors employ the same solicitor (the writer) to prove their wills. 
Such solicitor is corresponding at the same moment with the insur- 
ance company with reference to proof of the ages and payment over 
of the insurance moneys. 

People are not always agreed as to what is ‘‘ coincidence.” May 
not some be seen in the above ? Mutatis Moranpis. 

[Can any of our readers ‘“‘cap” the above-mentioned coinci- 
dences P—Eb. S.J.] 





DELAY IN PASSING ACCOUNTS AT SOMERSET HOUSE, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—We shall be glad to know whether we have been peculiarly 
unfortunate, or whether the experience of other of your readers is 
the same as our own—namely, that the work of getting the various 
accounts required after probate passed through Somerset House has 
in the last year or two become increasingly slow. The result is that 
estates ready in all other respects to be closed are kept open for 
months. CounTRY SOLICITORS, 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 
THE SOLICITORS ACT, 1888. 


The following instructions have been issued by the Incorporated 
Law Society : et 

A print of so much of the Act as refers to —— to the 
committee and of the rules issued thereunder will be found at p. 
6, and should be carefully considered. 

A form of application against a solicitor is given in the schedule 
to the rales. ' 

The applicant, whose address and profession, business or occupation, 
must be stated, is required to sign the application as well as to make 
or join in the affidavit. 

The affidavit in support of the application should not be headed 
*In the High Court of Justice.” 

The affidavit should state concisely, and with all material dates, the 
facts which the applicant relies upon, and will be prepared to prove, 
and it is convenient that it should conclude by formulating the 
charge or charges made. 

The evidence in gy of the facts stated should not be set out 
except so far as may be necessary to show the nature of the charge. 

When documents or letters are referred to but not set out in the 
affidavit, they should be marked as exhibits and sent in with the 
application. It is more convenient to exhibit a copy of any corres- 
pondence than to exhibit the letters separately, as they must, if not 
admitted, be proved in the ordinary way on the hearing. 

The form of affidavit set out in the schedule instances a case of a 
complaint made by a client, but the application may be made by any 
person aggrieved, or by anyone having official cognizance of the 
facts—e.g., an official receiver. 

It will usually be advisable that the application and affidavit 
should be prepared by a solicitor, but this is not compulsory. 

If the case made by the affidavit does not appear to the committee 
to call for answer from the solicitor, the applicant is so informed. 
The applicant, if dissatisfied with the decision, can renew his applica- 
tion to the committee upon additional evidence. 

If the case made by the affidavit appears to the committee to 

uire an answer from the solicitor, they appoint a day for hearing 
the application. A copy of the — and of the affidavit, 
together with notice of the day fixed for the hearing, is sent by the 
registrar to the solicitor at his last known place of abode or business, 
and a similar notice is also sent to the applicant. 

The applicant and the solicitor respectively must furnish to the 
registrar and to each other a list of the documents which they 
respectively propose to put in. Such list should sufficiently identify 
the documents included in it, and state whether they are originals or 
copies, and must, unless otherwise ordered by the committee, be 
furnished by the applicant at least fourteen days before the day of 
hearing, and by the solicitor within seven days after he has received 
the list furnished by the applicant. 

These lists are equivalent to the ordinary notice to produce, and 
limit the documents referred to therein. 

All notices may be served by registered letter, and the service is 


no poor proved by evidence that the notice was properly addressed 
and posted. 


The committee will not allow either party to put in evidence at | 
the hearing any document not included in the list furnished by him 
without giving to the other side time to i and consider it, if in 
their opinion any injustice or hardship would be caused by his not 
ery bev any previous opportunity to do so. 

At the hearing either party may appear in or by counsel or 
— The committee will not hear a solicitor’s clerk or any other 
agen 

The committee may proceed in the absence of either party if they 
are of opinion that such absence is the result of gross coleman or 
of an intention to avoid or delay proceedings. The complainant 
must be prepared with evidence to show that such is the case. 

Either party desiring to compel the attendance of a witness can, © 
after obtaining a certificate from the committee, obtain from a judge 
in chambers an order for the issue of a subpoaa ad testificandum or 
duces tecum, A cupy of the subpo 1a, with a copy of the judge’s 
ot must be served within twelve weeks after the date of the 
o er. 

The form of certificate for a subpoena may be obtained from the 
— free of charge. 

he hearing is conducted and evidence taken in the 
same manner as nearly as practicable as on the trial of 
an action in the High Court. In certain cases ified in 
the rules 54 and 6B, p. 10, 11) evidence by affidavit may 
be used; but this will not as a general rule te admitted, and in 
ane ee the complainant must attend and be prepared to give oral 
evidence. 

At the close of the inquiry the committee embody their finding in 
a report which is filed in the Central Office of the High Court of 
Justice, with the affidavit of the applicant, and a copy of the report 
is sent to the — and the respondent. 

Should the finding of the committee be adverse to the solicitor, 
the report is set down by the society for consideration by the court. 
Notice is sent to the parties of the day for which it is entered, and 
a on behalf of the Incorporated Law Society will be instructed 

O appear. 
The applicant may, but need not, attend or be represented. 

If the report is favourable to the solicitor, the duties of the 
committee are discharged by the filing of the report and the affidavit 
of the applicant. But the applicant, if dissatisfied, can himself 
bring the report before the court, and the dent can in like 
manner do so, and ask that an order be made for psyment by the 
applicant of the costs occasioned by the unsuccessful application. 

When an application against a solicitor has once been lodged, it 
cannot under any circumstances be withdrawn without the leave of 
the committee, which must be applied for on the day fixed for the 
hearing, or (by leave) at some other meeting of the committee. 


APPLICATIONS BY SOLICITORS, 


An application by a solicitor to have his name removed from the 
roll at his own request must be sent to the Registrar of Solicitors, ' 
and be accompanied by an affidavit by the applicant. 

The application when received is consi y the committee, who. 
may require the applicant to give notice by advertisement or other- 
wise of the application, and, if they consider a hearing necessary, of 
the day fixed for the p 

The committee forward their report to the Master of the Rolls, 
who will make such order thereon as he shall think fit. 








CASES OF THE WEEK. - 


Court of Appeal. 
Re DE NICOLS, DE NICOLS v. CURLIER. No. 2. 5th, éth, and i9th 


Domictti—Hvusnanp anp Wire—Maraimontat Domicit—Faenct Law— 
Mareiace Wirnovt A Setriement—Communtry or Goops—Stnsedt ent 
Cuancs or Domicix—Movaste Property AcQurrep Afrer Tite CHANGE 
or Domicit. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Kekewich, J. (reported an‘e, p. 
252, and 46 W. R. 326). In 1854 Mr. de Nicols, a d Frenchman, 
married his cousin, a domiciled Frenchwoman, in Paris. No contract or 
settlement was executed by the parties on their marriage, and 
according to the French law of ‘‘ community of gcods” (if applicable), 
each party was entitled to one-half of the eouied Oa 
coverture by either or both of them. In 1 Mr. de Nicols was 
adjudicated a bankrupt in France, and in that year he came over to 
England with his wife. In 1865 they became naturalized British sub- 
ects. In 1897 Mr. de Nicols died, and by his will, made ac to 
nglish form, he gave his residuary real and personal estate, con 
pon 


of uired in England, u 
ie te daughter and for the daughter’ 
children. A mene ee ee ae Se ee 
widow against the executors and trustees of the will, 


i 
: 








Either party may inspect and obtain copies of the documents in- 
cluded in the list furnished by the other, < 


matriage, and her children. The widow claimed to notwith- 
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—Ts the will, to one-half of all the property in the possession of her 
husband, or of him and hereelf jointly, at the date of his death. The 
Lrmeny o question raised was whether the rights of the spouses as to pro- 
perty belonging to either or both of them were governed by French law, 
the law of the matrimonial domici], or by English law, the law of the 
husband’s last domicil. The question was argued as to movable property 
only: Kekewich, J., decided that the law of the mitrimonial domicil 
prevailed, and gave judgment for the plaintiff. The defendants other than 
the trustees appealed. 
Tus Cover (Linptey, M.R, and Riesy and Cotttys, L JJ.) allowed 
the appeal. 
Lrypiey, M.R.; read the jadgment of the court as follows: This is an 
appeal from the decision of Kekewichb, J., reported 1898, 1 Ch. 403. The 
westion raised by this appeal turns upon whether the decision of the 
Hones of Lords in the case of Lashley v. Hog (4 Paton's Sc. App. Cas. 581) 
applies to it or not. Kekewich, J., has treated that decirion as not 
applicable to the present case, and he has decided that a change of 
domicil has not affected the rights acquired by two French people in each 
other’s unsettled movable property by their marriagein France. In order 
to appreciate Lashicy v. Hog, and its true bearing on the case before us, 
it is ae to understand how at the date of that decision the law of 
Scotland s as regards the effect of marriage on the movable property 
of the wife. By the Scotch law, on the marriage of two persons domiciled 
in Scotland the existing and after-acquired movable property of both 
busband and wife was regarded as a common fund (communio bonorum) 
divisible in certain shares on the death of either of them. But the whole 
ef this so-called common fund was at the disposal of the husband during 
the marriage, and was liable to the payment of his debts. During the 
marriage neither his wife nor his children had any right to any part of it. 
But the Jaw applicable to this so-called communio bonorum did not depend 
in any way on whether any of the ‘movable property which constituted 
it came from the wife or not. The proportion, if any, in which she 
contiibuted to it was of no importance. The whole was the husband’s 
property, and his inability to dispose of the whole of it by will, and 
the rights to it which arose on the death of himself or his wife, in 
no way depended on the amount of her contribution, if any, to the 
common stock. Assuming a communio bonorum to exist, the right of the 
wife and children to it on his death, or, in other words, the distribution of 
the communio bonorum on the death of the husband, would on general prin- 
ciples of law be determined by the Scotch law of succession to the 
movable property of married men or widowers. So the persons to take 
the wife's share, if any, of the communio on her death would be decided 
by the law of succession as applied t> her share. But when the question 
is, as it wasin Lashley v. Hog, whether on the wife’s death in her hus- 
band’s lifetime any part of his property became hers, or became payable 
to — claiming through her as if is were her property, it is very 
difficult to understand upon what principle recourse is had to the law of 
succession. Apart from authority we should have thought that the 
matrimonial law of the place where the parties were domiciled when they 
married, and not the law of the domicil of the husband on the wife’s 
death, would have been the Jaw to apply to such a question as that. We 
pass now to Lashley v. Hog which 1s reported also in the Appendix to 
Robertson's Law of Succession (No. II[.), p. 414. Many questions were 
raised and decided on that appeal, but the only one which concerns us on 
the present occasion is the effect of the change of domicil on the rights 
of married persons to their respective unsettled movable properties. Mr. 
aud Mrs. Hog, both of whom were English, married in Esgland. Her 
unsettled movable property, existing and after-acquired, became hi’, and 
she had no right to his movable property except what she might acquire 
under the Statute of Distributions if he died intestate. Mr. and Mrs. 
Hog had several children, and went to Scotland and became domiciled 
there, and they both died there. His wife predeceased him. One of 
their daughters married a Mr. Lashley. Mr. Hog had amassed a large 
fortune, and he left a will making provisions for his children. Mrs. 
—e however, refused to take anything under her father’s will, and 
ineisted on her rights under the Scotch law. Those rights were, as she 
insisted: (1) A share of what her mother became entitled to ia the 
communio bonorum when she died. (2) A share of her father’s property at 
the time of his death. She succeeded in establishing her right to a share 
of her father’s estate in a previous litigation (4 Pat. 533). Owing to 
circumstances not mentioned here, she got the whole /egitim (see p 609). 
Her claim to her share of what her mother became entitled to when she 
died remained to be decided, and that was one of the questions before the 
House of Lords in Lashley v. Hog. The House of Lords decided in her 
favour, reversing the decision of the Scotch Court on this point. The 
judgment of Lord Eldon is extremely long, dealing with various matters 
which do not bear on the question we have to consider. We have all 
studied that Po oe with t care in order to ascertain the real 
grounds on which his decision on this point was based. The case was 
ued for the appellant, Mrs. Lashley, on the ground that, her father 
gad ed Scotchman when his wife died, the distribution of 
= the dissolution of the marriage must be regulated by the 
jaw of the place of the domicil of the married pair at that time. The 
previous decision in favour of Mrs. Lashley’s claim to dgitim—i.ec., her 
ehare of her father’s estate on his death—was relied upon, 
and it was urged that no distinction could be made between a 
wifc’s share and a child's share. The argument for the respon- 
dent was to the effect. that the destination of the movable property 
of married persons on the dissolution of the marriage depended un the law 
of the = where they were domiciled when they married ; ard that the 
death of the wife in the lifetime of her husband did not deprive him of 
what became his on his . These were shortly the two views 
preeented to the Houce of for decision. The House adopted the 








view presented by the a t, and held that on the dissolution of the 
marriage by the death of the wife a portion of the husband’s property 
became divisible amongst those persons who would have become entitled 
to it by the Jaw of Scotland ii the husband and wife had been domiciled 
in Scotland when — married. Theclaim of the daughter to her share 
of her father’s movable property on his death is intelligible enough. It 
is a mere illustration of the well-settled rule that the law of a person’s 
domicil regulates the succession to his movable property. But the claim 
of the daughter to what became divisible on her mother’s death cannot 
be explained on any such principle ; for, although when that share became 
divisible the mother was dead, yet the father was not; and it was a part 
of his property which the daughter claimed and was held entitled to. 
The decision in her favour necessarily involves the view that the change of 
domicil affected the matrimonial rights of the husband and wife, and this 
waz plainly what both Lord Eldon and Lord Rosslyn meant to 
decide, and what the House of Lords did dec‘de. See 4 Paton 
611-619). Lord Eldon said distinctly (p. 617) that it was best 
to hold that the wife’s rights shifted with the domicil of her 
husband, and that was the basis of the judgment. It is plain that 
he was much influenced by the difficulty of making any distinction 
between the rights of a wife who survived her husband and the rights of 
those who claimed her share if she died in his lifetime (p. 615). Lord 
Rosslyn concurred in Lord Eldon’s judgment, and repudiated the idea 
that marriage imported any implied contract which a subsequent change 
of domicil could not affect. It is impossible to escape from the conclusion 
that the change of domicil was held to have altered the respective rights 
of both husband and wife with respect to their unsettled movable pro- 
— She acquired and he lost rights by the change even during 

is life. This decision is binding on us. Jt is true that there are 
several material differences between Scotch and French matrimonial laws 
of property, the wife having more extensive rights under the law of 
France than she has under the law of Scotland. But these differences do 
not warrant us in holding that the law of matrimonial domicil can prevail 
after such domicil has been changed. It is not altogether satisfactory to 
hold that a change of domicil cannot affect an express contract embody- 
ing the law of the matrimonial domicil, but that a change of domicil 
does affect the application of that law if not embodied in an express 
contract. But after all there is some practical convenience in holding 
that a change of domicil changes the rights of husband and wife as 
regards their respective unsettled movable properties, just as it changes 
their rights to obtain judicial degrees for separation and divorce, and 
their testamentary powers. In America and in Scotland this view has 
prevailed ; although on the continent it has been repudiated as opposed 
to sound legal principle. After Lashley v. Hog we do not consider the 
question open to judicial review in this country. We cannot regard the 
decision as based only on the law of Scotland. It decided a most im- 
portant principle of private international law. If anything turns on it, , 
there is no doubt that in this case the lady acquiesced in the change of 
domicil. The appeal, therefore, must be allowed, and the declaration 
made by Kekewich, J., must be altered accordingly. The costs of the 
appeal will be costs in the summons —Covunset, Dicey, Q.C., and F. 
Whinney ; Renshaw, Q.C , and Ingle Joyce; Elgood and Maugham. Soutct- 
tors, 7yrrell Lewis, Lewis, § Broadbent ; Hicks, Arnold, § Mozley. 

(Reported by R, C. Mackenzie, Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re MUNDY AND ROPER AND VENDOR AND PURCHASER AOT, 1874. 
Kekewich, J. 13th and 14th May. 


Setrtep Lanp—Sezrtes or Dezps—Sate ny Tenant ror Lire—‘*‘ Cuances v. 


Havinea Priority To THE SeTrLemeNnt’’—JoInTURE ReENT-CHARGE AND 
Portions CagaTeD BY Prion InstrrumENTs—PoweEr or Tenant For Lire 
to Convey Fuse From Jornturg anp Portions—Serriep Lanp Act, 
1882 (45 & 46 Vicr. c. 38), 8. 20, sun-sEcTIoN 2. 


This was a summons under the Vendor and Purchaser Act, 1874, and 
the Settled Land Acts, 1882 to 1890, by OC. F. Massingberd Mundy, who 
was tenant for life of the Ormsby estate, asking that trustees for the 
purpoees of the Settled Land Acts might be appointed of the compound 
eettlement hereafter mentioned, and that it might be declared that a 
contract of eale into which he had entered relating to a part of the 
settled property was binding {upon the jointress and portionists respec- 
tively under the said compound settlement, and that he could make a good 
title to the property without the concurrence of the jointress, portionists, 
and trustees of the respective terms. The history of the settlement was as 
follows: By a settlement of the 15th of March, 1861, the Ormsby estate 
was, in exercise of a power contained in a disentailing deed, appointed 
and conveyed to the use of C. J. H. Mundy during his life, with remainder 
to the use that in case Elizabeth Susan Mundy should survive O. J. H. 
Mundy and M. J. Maesingberd (as happened) she should, after the decease 
of the survivor, receive the yearly rent-charge of £800 by way of jointure 
in bar of dower and subject thereto to the use of trustees fora term of 
500 years to secure the eaid rent-charge, with remainder to a trustee for 
the term of 1,000 years to secure payment of portions up to £8,000 
(which were sabsequently raised), and subject thereto to the use of C. F. 
Mundy for life, with remainder to the use of his first and other sons 
successively in tail male. In 1863 0. J. H. Mundy assumed the surname 
of Massingberd Mundy. By a settlement of the 7th of August, 1865, 
made upon the marriage of the said C. F. M. Mundy (formerly C. F. 
Mundy) with Louisa lotte Bigge, C. F. M. Mundy in exercise of a 
power reserved to him by the above-mentioned settlement, appointed an 
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annual rent-charge of £500 to his said wife in case she survived him, gud 
power was reserved to him to charge a sum of £8,000 for portions. 
jointure and portions were secured by the terms of years therein men- 
tioned. C.J. H. M. Mundy died on the 19th of 88 1882. Bya 
disentailing assurance of the 28th of January, 1889, C. F. M. Mandy and 
C. D. M. Mundy, his eldest son, disentailed the Ormsby estate. Bya 
settlement of the 30th of January, 1889, made in pwns Hh of a general 
wer of appointment in the last-mentioned disentailing assurance, 

. F. M. Mundy and C. D. M. Mandy appointed the Centy coe to the 
use of (. F. M. Mundy during his life with remainders over. The life estate 
so limited was not expressed to be in restoration or continuation of any 
estate in C. F.M. Mundy. Elizabeth Susan M. Mundy died on the let of 
January, 1892. By adeed-poll of the 16th of July, 1897, C. F. M. Mundy, in 
exercise of the power reserved tohim inthe eettlement ofthe 7th of August, 
1865, appointed the sum of £8,000 as portions for his four younger children” 
On the 6th of August, 1897, C. F. M. Mundy entered into the contract, 
of sale above referred to. Atthe present timetwo of C. J.H M. Mundy’s 
children were entitled to portions under the settlement of the 15th of 
March, 1861, Louisa C. M. Mundy was entitled to her jointure of £500, 
and four of the younger children of C. F. M. Mundy were entitled to 
portions under the settlement of the 7th of August, 1865. Thete were 
the jointress and portionists respectively who were referred to in the 
summons. Upon investigating the title the purchasers raised the objec- 
tion that the vendor could not as tenant for life convey the property free 
from the said charges. It was contended on behalf of the vendor, the 
tenant for life, that he was tenant for life under the compound eettlemert 
constituted by the. above-mentioned deeds, and that he could therefore 
sell the property free from the above-mentioned incumbrances by virtue 
of section 20, sub-section 2, of the Settled Land Act, 1882, and the case 
of Re Marquis of Ailesbury and Lord Iveagh (41 W. R. 644; 1893, 2 Ch. 
345) was relied upon in support of that contention. 

Kexewicu, J., in giving judgment, said that there was a broad 
distinction between the present case and the case of Marquis of Ailesbury 
v. Lord Iveagh. In that case there was a restored or con estate for 
life, while here there was a newly-created life estate. The settlement of 
1889 was a new settlement and not part of the old cettlement, and what 
was settled by it was an estate in fee subject to charges, and not an estate 
of which the charges formed a t, as was the case in the old settlement 
itself. ‘That being so, his lordship sustained the purchaser’s objection 
and held that the tenant for life could not sell under the Settled Land 
Act free from the charges.—Covunset, Martelli; Peck. Soxicrrors, Jull, 
Godfrey, § Danvers, for Thimbleby ¢ Son, Spileby ; John Hezxtall, for A. G. 
Fletcher, Donington. 

[Reported by R. J. A. Morrison, Barrister-at-Law.]} 





High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 
LOGSDON ». HOLLAND. Div. Court. 25th May. 


Pustic Hgeattuo—Inrectiovs Diszase—Nortirication—Common Lopatne- 
Houses Act, 1851 (14 & 15 Vicr. c. 28), s. 11. 


Case stated by Mr. J. R. W. Bros, a metropolitan police magictrate. 
The appellant was charged, on the information of the respondent, for that 
on the 16th of October, 1897, he, being the registered keeper of a common 
lodging-house in London, did neglect to give immediate notice to the 
London County Council or some officer thereof of a person having been 
ill of fever or infectious or contagious disease in such common lojging- 
house, contrary to section 11 of the Common Lodging-houses Act, 1851. 
The facts were shortly as follows: The respondent was the registered 
keeper of a comimon lodging-house, and Breen acted as his deputy at the 
common lodging-house and had the care and management thereof. Un 
the 14th of October, a son of Breen was taken ill at the common lodging- 
house and the tame day was removed to a hospital, and on the 16th of 
October was brought back to the common lodging-house suffering from 
scarlet fever, and was afterwards removed to a fever hospital. Breen 
knew on the 16th of October that his son was ill of scarlet fever, but no 
notice was given to London County Council as uired by eection 11 of 
the Common Lodging-houses Act, 1851, until the 22nd of October, when 
notice was given by the deputy. There was no evidence that the fact of 
a person being ill of fever in the common lodging-house came to the 
personal knowledge of the respondent before the 23rd of October, 1897, 
and the magistrate found as a fact that he did not previously know of it 
before that date. The magistrate refused to convict upon the ground that 
the reepondent could not give notice of what he did not know, and that 
there was no neglect of duty by him. It was argued on behalf of the 
appellant that the Act imposed an absolute duty on the keeper of the 
lodging-house, and that his want of knowledge was no defence. The 
respondent was not represented. 

‘He Court (Wits and Cuannett, JJ.) allowed the appeal, holding 
that it was clear from eection 11 and the succeeding sections that it was 
the duty of the keeper of a common lodging-houee to see that notice of 
disease was given in accordance with the requirements of the Act. The 
respondent had failed to perform that duty, and was liable to a penalty ; 
the case must go back to the magistrate with a direction to convict.— 
CovunsgeL, Horace Acory. Souictton, W. A. Blazland. 


[Reported by T. R. C. Ditx, Barrister-ut-Law. } 
Re AN ARBITRATION BETWEEN THE GUARDIANS OF THE 


ROCHDALE 
UNION AND THE GUARDIANS OF THE HASLINGDEN UNION. 
Div. Court. 20th May. 


Loca, Govennment—Area or Union Atterrp—Specian Crrcumstances— 





Vicr. c. 73), 8. 68, 


8 case stated in pursuance of section 7 of the Arbitration 
1889. The question raised was whether any adjustment was 
necessary by reason of the transfer of an area in 
union. i yi of ee the 
dated the of Jane, 1 a portion of new township of Bacup 
which wa: formerly a part of the ached 
from the Rochdale Union, and the whole of Bacup was included in, and 
became part of, Haslingden Union, and it was that section 68 of 
the Local Government Act, 1894, should apply for the purposes 
adjustment which might be required in consequence of the 
such order, subject to the pro’ 
between the Haslingden 
large amount of workhouse accommodation there 
Rochdale Union, and to all other 
mentioned union. The guardians of the Rochdale Union subsequently 


of the financial relations between the two unions, altered by the transfer 
of a valuable area, and gave notice to the Haslingden 
reason of the detachment of the part of the township of Bacup from 
union, they bad suffered a serious loss, and an adjustment by arbitration 
was demanded. At the arbitration the Rochdale guardians contended, 
inter alia, that the amount of the loans upon 
common fund, the exceptional number of oy oy requiring relief, 
the density of the ev the situation of town of Rochdale, 
the accommodation the union, and other matters compared with 
Spotland were matters in respect of which the arbitrator had power to 
award an adjustment between the two unions. The arbitrator decided 
that none of these matters were matters for adjustment, and he accord- 
ingly declined to receive evidence or to make an adjustment, and ordered 
that each party should pay their own costs of the arbitration. Oounsel 
on behalf of the Rochdale Union submitted that there should be an 
adjustment—Bacup formerly extended into two unions. The county 
council hai taken away a bit from one of them toaltera boundary. The 
workhouse remained in Rochdale. The orders making this change were 
made under the Local Government Acts, 1888 (c. 41) and 1894 (c. 73). 
There was a loan charged on the common fund and a considerable part 
of the paying area had transferred. There should be an adjustment. 
Counsel for the Haslingden Union opposed any adjustment, and sub- 
mitted that diminution of income through luss of rates was not one of the 
matters for adjustment within section of the Local Goverament Act, 
1894. He submitted that the case de; on the provisions of section 
68 (1) of that Act, which directed that when adjustment wa; 
required for the purpose of that Act or of any order, then if the adjust- 
ment was not made the authorities interested might make agreements for 
the purpore and thereby adjust avy tty, income, debts, liabilities, 
and expenses so far as affected by this Act or order. (2) The agreement 
might provide for the transfer of any property. (8) In default of any 
agreement such adjustment should be ref to arbitration, and the 
arbitrator should have power to make an award in any matter for which 
an agreement might have provided. From that section it was clear that 
adjustment did not mean compensation. 

ne Court decided in favour of the contention of the Rochdale Union. 

Ripiey, J., said it was clear that an adjustment in this caso was 

neceseary ; the loan required adjustment as did the workhouse, which was 
»roperty. Equally would it require adjustment if if was nothing buta 

urden. If the Rochdale Union sought an adjustment solely on the 
ground of the exceptional number of their paupers compared with the 
comparative absence of pau in the transferred portion of the town- 
ship of Spotland, the loss caused them by that transfer of area, and the 
increase of rates leviable to meet this deficit, probably an adjustmert 
could not have been claimed. As it was not asked for on such grounds 
alone as loss of income and the like, these circumstances must be 
taken into account when on the adjustment the question of the out- 
standing joan, the large amount of workhouse a:commodation necessary 
for the Rochdale guardians to provide, and the present unfitness of the 
workhouse as it now was, came before the arbitrator, In his opinion the 
arbitrator ought to have received evidence, and the case would be remitted 
to him with an intimation of their opinion. It was no part of the duty of 
the court ad into details to assist the arbitrator as to the particular 
method of adjustment he should follow. 

Cuannett, J., corcurred.—Oounset, Brynmor Jones and A. Glen, for 
the Rochdale Union; (@. A. Russell, Q.C., and Macmorran, Q.O., for the 
Haslingden Uniov. Soxicrrors, Bower, Cotton, ¢ Oo., for Rochdale 
guardians; Robbins, Billing, $ Co., for T. H. Townsend, Rawtenetall, for 
the Ha:lingden guardians. 

(Reported by Ensxixe Reip, Barrister-at-Law. ) 


MAYOR OF BURY 8T. EDMUNDS », WEST SUFFOLK COUNTY 
COUNCIL. Div. Court. 20th May. 


Locat Government—Covaty Councttc—Quarter SaessionaL Boroven 
Havixe Perviation Over 10,000—Lianmuny to ConrrinuTe To THE 
Costs or Certats Barpers Onty—New County Baiooes—Mownicrpat 
Corporations Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vicr.’c. 50), s. 119—Locan Govarn- 
ment Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vicr. c. 41), ss. 6, 35. 


Special case. The question for the decision of the court was whether 
the Corporation of Bury St. Edmunds, which is a quarter sessions 
with rs wg 2 of over 10,000, was liable to contribute towards 
costs of county bridges which had rinoe the pase- 
ing of the Local Government Act, 1888. The case the 
terms of the endorsement on the writ of summons in the action which 
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was brought by the Corporation of Bury St. Edmunds against the y = 
dents. e writ was endorsed thus: ‘‘The plaintiffs’ claim is for a 
declaration that the plaintiffs are not liable to contribute rateably to the 
cost of erecting, maintaining, or repairing new county bridges.’’ The 
facts, as stated in the case which gave rise to the action, were shortly the 
following: The population of the quarter sessions borough of Bury St. 
Edm exceeds 10,000. There are bridges in the borough which it is 
bound to maintain. At the date of the passing of the Local Government 
Act, 1888, there were certain bridges in the county of West Suffolk 
which the respondents were legally bound to repair, and as to these no 
claim has been made upon the appellants. There were other bridges that 
since 1888 have become county bridges, of these Glemsford Fernhill 
Bridge was one, and it was taken over as a county bridge by the respon- 
dents under section 22 of the Highways and Locomotives (Amendment) 
Act, 1878. All the other bridges were, except one, purchased, taken over, 
or erected by the respondents under powers conferred upon them by 
section 6 of the Local Government Act, 1888, and the appellants have 
been assessed according to their county basis, and have contributed 
£137 13s. as their rateable proportion of £1,570 so expended. By section 
6 of the Act of 1888 the county council shall have power to purchase or 
take over existing bridges not at the time county bridges and to erect 
new bridges and to maintain, repair, and improve any bridges so pur- 
chased, taken over, or erected, and by eection 35 in the case of a quarter 
sessions borough with a population of 10,000 or upwards the following 
provisions shall apply: (2) Where such borough is at the passing of this 
Act exempt in whole or part from contributing towards costs incurred for 
auy purpose for which the quarter sessions of the county in which the 
borough is situated are authorized toincurcosts the parishes in the borough 
shall not, save as in this Act expressly mentioned, be assessed by the county 
council to the county contributions in respect of costs incurred for any 
such purpose. Counsel on behalf of the appellants said that they as the 
borough authorities sought to recover £137 13s., which they had paid to 
the county rate as their rateable proportion claimed from them by the 
respondents towards the cost of maintaining county bridges. They had 
gone on paying this rate since the passing of the Local Government Act, 
1888, and they believed that under section 35 (2) of the Act they were not 
liable to contribute except towards the maintenance of bridges within 
the borough which they had always done. They therefore asked for the 
return of the money they had paid and for a declaration that they were 
not liable to contribute rateably to the county towards the maintaining 
— ae of bridges outside their borough. For the respondents 
co submitted that the contributions had been rightly enforced. The 
borough was well represented on the county council, and therefore no 
injustice would be inflicted. Thecorporation could not recover more than 
six months’ contribution before the date of the commencement of the 
action, and as no payments had been made in that period no money 
would in any case be returnable. The importance, therefore, of the 
question rested on what might be their future liability. 

Tue Covrt decided in favour of the appellants. 

Riwiey, J., said the question arose on the construction of section 25 of 
the Local Government Act, 1888. The policy of the Act was that a 
quarter sessional borough with a population exceeding 10,000 should keep 
up its own bridges at its own expense, and where it was not liable before 
should not become liable to be rated for the county bridges outside the 
borough. The declaration asked for would be made, but without costs. 

Cuannect, J., pointed out that the construction of section 35 (2) 
depended upon the meaning to be given to the word ‘‘ purpose.’’ It was 
a@ very general word and must be so interpreted. Speaking generally 
thore boroughs that had to pay for their own bridges did not pay for the 
county bridges before the passing of the Act of 1888. That Act merely 
gave an enlarged power to the county council of incurring costs in respect 
of a purpose for which the quarter sessions previously to its passing had 
power to incur costs. He concurred in the granting of the declaration 
as asked without costs, and as it appeared that no payment had been made 
within six months of the commencement of the action none of the pay- 
ments made could be recovered.—Counset, William Graham; Wills. 
Soricrrors, Egar, Robins, § Clark, for C. E. Salmon, Bury St. Edmunds ; 
White, Borrett, § Co., for A. Townshend Cobbold, Ipswich. 


[Reported by Easxine Rep, Barrister-at-Law.] 


In the Matter of AN ARBITRATION BETWEEN GEORGE AND THE 
GOLDSMITHS AND GENERAL BURGLARY INSURANCE ASSOCIATION 
(LIM). Div. Court. 20th May. 


Insurance—BurGiary anD Hovsenreaktnc—“ THerr FoLiuowinc upon 
Acrvat Forcrsie anp Viotent Entry’’—Entry py Turning Hanpie 
or Door. 


This was a motion for judgment on an award in an arbitration, stated 
as a epecial case. On the 24th of December, 1891, the plaintiff George 
effected a policy of insurance of his stock-in-trade and jewellery, situate 
at his shop and premises known as 78, S'rand, London, W.C., with the 
company against loss or damage by burglary and housebreaking, as defined 
in the policy. The policy provided that the assured should be paid the 
value of any of the property insured which should be “lost by theft 
following upon actual forcible and violent entry upon the premises.” On 
the 12th of March, 1897, the policy being then in force, the front door of 
the shop was, at 8.30 a.m., shut, but neither locked or bolted, and access 
to the shop could be gained by turning the handle of the door. Soon 
after 8.30 a m., in the temporary absence of the porter, who was moving 
the shutters to the rear of the premises, one or more persons opened the 
front door, entered the shop unobserved, and stole, took, and carried away 
certain jewellery which was then in the shop. The question for the 
opinion of the court was whether the insured Nad sustained a loss of the 





said jewellery by theft following upon actual forcible and violent entry 
upon the premises within the meaning of the policy. 

Tue Court (Wiis and Kennepy, JJ.) gave judgment for the plaintiff. 

Wuzs, J., eaid that, broadly ing, the policy was one against 
burglary and housebreaking. The policy, however, avoided -a technical 
description of those terms, The policy did not contain the word 
‘* breaking,”” which was an essential part of the legal definition of 
burglary and housebreaking; for that word there was eubstituted a 
* forcible and violent entry,’’ and instead of saying **for the <a 
of committing a felony therein,”’ the policy eaid ‘‘ loss by theft’’ follow- 
ing the entry. Then there was a qualification of burglary in its strict 
legal sense by the use of the word “‘actuai”’ which got rid of a construc- 
tive burglary. In his lordship’s opinion the words ‘‘forcible and violent 
entry ”’ in the policy meant nothing more than such an entry as was part 
of the offence of housebreaking or burglary. The use of the word 
‘¢ violent’? really made no difference, for violence was only a synonym 
for physical force. It could not be gee that it was intended that 
any particular degree of violence should be necessary, for, if so, an entry 
by pushing back a catch or by lifting a window, in which case the violence 
would be of a most trivial description, would not be within the policy. 
That could not have been intended. The clause in the —~ was in 
effect a somewhat inartistic definition of burglary and housebreaking, with 
important qualifications which were sufficient to explain why the parties 
had resorted to a definition of their own, instead of leaving the words to 
be interpreted in their strict legal sense. 

Kennepy, J., concurred.—Counsgt, Joseph Walton, Q.O., and A. T. 
Lawrence, QO.,; Bucknill, Q.C., and Attenborough, Soxicirors, Stanley 
Attenborough ; Attenborough § Son. 

(Reported by F, 0. Rozrxsox, Barrister-at-Law.] 


THE MAYOR, &., OF MANSFIELD v. BUTTERWORTH. Div. Court, 
19th May. 


Locan AvuTuoriry—Strest ImpRovEMENT—OBJECTIONS ON GROUND OP 
INSUFFICIENCY AND UNREASONABLENESS—PRIVATE StRERT Works ACT, 
1892 (55 & 56 Vier. c. 57), 8. 7 (p). 


This was a case stated by the justices of the Mansfield Division of Not- 
tingham. The appellants were the Corporation of Mansfield, for which 
borough they are the urban sanitary authority. The respondert was the 
agent of a charity called ‘‘ Bellamy’s Charity.” This charity owned 
certain land having a frontage of about 200 yards in Quarry-lane, in the 
borough of Mansfield. In October, 1896, the appellants resolved under 
section 6, sub-section 1, of the Private Street Works Act, 1892, to do 
certain works in part of Quarry-lane, which was a “ street ’’ within the 
meaning of that Act and also the Public Health Acts. A specification of 
such works with plans, and an estimate of the cost, and a provisional 
apportionment of the estimated expenses among the premises liable to be 
charged therewith was prepared by the surveyor and submitted to the 
appellants, who by resolution approved the same. Due notice was served 
on the respondent, who, in pursuance of section 7 of the said Act, served 
the appellants with an objection to the proposed works on the grounds 
contained in section 7 (¢), which are: ‘‘ That the proposed works are 
insufficient or unreasonable, or that the estimated expenses are excessive.”’ 
In accordance with the provisions of section 8 of the same Act the objec- 
tions were heard and determined by a court of summary jurisdiction. It 
appeared that the traffic through Quarry-lane had greatly increased of 
late. The road had never been properly paved and drained, nor was it 
lighted. There was no sewer for the draining of houses in the vicinity. 
The average width of the street where the proposed works were to be done 
was about 16ft., and for several yards opposite the respondent’s land only 
12ft. In support of the objections it was contended that inasmuch as it 
was not part of the plan of the appellants’ proposed works thut Quarry- 
lane should be widened opposite any part of the iand of the said trustees, 
but that the said works should be executed whilst ctill retaining Quarry- 
lane at its present width such proposed works would be insufficient and 
unreasonable, having regard to the requirements of vehicular traffic as 
existing at the present time as well as the probable requirements of such 
vehicular traffic in future, and that the insufficiency and unreasonableness 
meant by the statute had reference to the probable requirements of 
present vehicular traffic. For the appellants it was contended that the 
proposed works were not insufficient or unreasonable within the meanin, 
of section 7 of the Act on the ground that the street ought to be widen 
before any works were done, and that the insufficiency and unreasonable- 
ness meant by the statute must be in respect of the nature and character 
of the proposed works, having regard to the present condition of the street 
and the traffic over it. The justices found that the proposed works were 
insufficient and unreasonable on the ground that the existing width of 
12ft. of the road was insufficient for a highway, and that such works 
ought not to be done unless and until the road was made wider, and that 
the proposed works involved the retention of the present width. The 
question for the court was whether the justices could find, on the grounds 
above stated, that the proposed works were insufficient and unreasonable 
within the meaning of section 7 (d) of the Act. 

Tue Court (Wits and Kennepy, JJ.) allowed the appeal. 

Wits, J., in giving judgment, said the question was one of some 
difficulty. The Act provided that the local authority might in certain 
cases resolve that certain works should be done to the roadways, Plans 
were then to be drawn out and the local authority were then to pass a 
resolution approving them. Provision was made for the lodging of objec- 
tions to the works by persons who would be affected by them. The 
objections that could be made were specified in section 7, and they were 
to be heard before a court of summary jurisdiction, The Act gave the 
justices power, where an objection succeeded, to quash ‘‘ the resolution.” 

king at the fact that under section 7 there was a large class of objec- 
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tions relating to plans, specifications, &c., it cannot be doubted that the 
jurisdiction to quash the resolution relates to the resolution approving the 
plans and specifications. In the present case the objection was under 
eub-asction 2) of section 7 and was that the works were in- 
sufficient and unreasonable. That related to the works as specified in the 
plans. That must be the true construction of the clause. It was not 
intended to interfere with the jurisdiction of the local authority to deal 
with the works as a whole but merely as re the sufficiency and 
reasonableness of the mode of carrying out the works. The expression 
‘* insufficient’? points only to a comparison between the work proposed 
to be done and the proposed manner of carrying out such work. The 
expression ‘‘ unreasonable’’ was much wider. It gave the justices power 
to consider whether the works as a whole were a reasonable thing to be 
done (Sheffield Corporation v. Anderson, 641. J. M. C. 44), The magis- 
trates, however, in this case had not decided anything of the kind. 
The —— to have thought that it would be well to have the street 
oni der, and that by withholding their approval of the scheme to 
compel the corporation to widen the strect. In deciding that the work 
was insufficient it was clear that they were thinking of the insufficiency of 
the scheme as a whole. That was a matter they could not consider. 
They had found that the work was unreasonable because they thought 
that the street ought to be widened. They had applied the wrong 
princi pa - case. Their order would therefore be quashed and the 
a owed. 

. ENNEDY, J., delivered judgment to the same effect. Appeal allowed. 
—Counset, W. Appleton; J. Chester. Soxscrrors, Torr ¢ Co., for John 
Harrop White, Mansfield; J. ¢ R. Gole, for Pashley § Hodgkinson, Rother- 


bam. 
[Reported by E. G. Stituwe.t, Barrister-at-Law. ] 
DAVEY & CO. ». WILLIAMSON & SONS; RICHARDS, Claimant. Div. 
Court. 3lst March and 14th May. 
Company — DEBENTURE-HOLDERS — FioaTine Sxgourtry — Execurion 
Crepirorn—SxHERrirF—Priority. 


This was an appeal by the claimant from the decision of his Honour 
Judge Paterson on an interpleader issue in which the question was 
whether the rights of the aeinatih, claiming for himself and the other 


debenture-holders of the defendant company (the judgment debtors), to | 
if pr 


certain goods seized under a writ of fi. fa. by the sheriff prevailed over the 
rights of the plaintiffs, who were the execution- creditors. The learned 
judge held that they did not on the ground (1) that the rights of the 
debenture-holders had not become ‘‘ crystallized,’’ the debentures not 
having become due and no receiver for the debenture-holders having been 
appointed ; and (2) that seizure of the company’s goods under execution 
was a dealing with such goods in the ordinary course of business and did 
not contravene any rights of the debenture-holders, whose securities were 
subject to the risk of such seizure. The company in 1894 issued £3,000 
first mortgage debentures in sixty debentures of £50 each, and six of 
these were held by Richards, the-complainant. They were payable on the 
31st of December, 1898, or on such earlier date as the principal moneys 
thereby secured should become payable in accordance with the conditions 
endorsed thereon. Amongst such conditions were the following: ‘* The 
principal moneys hereby secured shall become payable immediately on the 
happening of any of the events hereinafter =— and also all right 
of the company to deal for any purpose whatsoever with any of the 
property shall forthwith cease on the happening of any such events.”’ 
Among such events were these: ‘If an order is made or an effective 
resolution is passed for winding up the a ** Whenever the 
trustee of the within-mentioned trust deed shall have entered upon the 
mortgaged premises comprised in the trust deed, or appointed a receiver 
or receivers under the provisions therein contained.”” It was also pro- 
vided that the debentures should be a floating security and that the 
company should not before payment of such debentures create any charge 
to the prejudice of the holders without their sanction, and that no part 
of the property subject to the floating security of such debentures should 

n the ordinary course of the business of the 
company. It was further provided that the holders should be entitled t» 
the benefits of and be subject to the conditions of the said trust deed. 
This trust deed verted in a trustee for the benefit of the debenture-holders 
the leasehold property and the uncalled capital of the company, and 
gave to such trustee the right to call upon the company to vest in him all 
other De pes of the company, including the goodwill of its business but 
excluding any chattels witbin the meaning of the Bills of Sale Act, but 
the company was left free until the trustee or debenture-holders took 
action on the happening of certain events (one of which was ‘‘if any 
execution, sequéstration, extent, or other process of any court or authority 
is sued out against the property of the company for any sum whatsoever ’’ 
when the moneys secured by the debentures would me payable) to 
carry on the business-and deal with the assets of the company in the 
ordinary course of business. The company got into financial difficulties 
and the plaintiffs obtained judgment against them for £11 17s. 91., anda 
writ of fi. fa. was issued under which the sheriff seized certain goods in 
the possession of the company which were charged by the debentures. 








claimant then, for himself and the other debenture-holders. 
t . sold. 


Tue Covrr (Lord Russet or Krtiowen, O.J., and Maruew, J.) took 
time to consider their judgment. 
May 14.—Lord Ruesett or Krttowen, C.J., read the judgment of the 
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county court judge had proceeded was that the rights of 
holders had n » in other words, that moneys 
the debentures had not become payable. Although that was so, the 
security constituted by the trust had me enforceable by reason 
of the fact that an execution had been sued out the company. 
Apart from that the sheriff could only realize the judgment the 
goods of the judgment debtor. Here the were charged with the 
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affect the rights of third are to which property was subject when in 
the hands of the debtor. It followed therefore that there was no interest 
of the judgment debtor in the pro seized availablo to satisfy the 
judgment debt, nor was the debenture-holder prevented from 

1s charge upon the property in the circumstances of the case. The court 
knew of no case in which in such circumstances as the present the rights 
of the execution creditor had prevailed over those of the debenture- 
holders. This reasoning was fully su ted by the authorities: sce Re 
Standard Manufacturing Co. (39 W. R. 369; 1891, 1 Ob. D. 627), in which 
case the rights of the debenture-holders had not crystallized ; see also Re 
Opera (Limited) (1891, 3 Ch. D, 260). Appeal allowed.—Counset, H. Reed, 
Q.C., and Cannot; Macaskie and S. Mayer. Soxicrrors, W. B. Glasier ; 
McKenna § Co. 
(Reptrted by E. G. Stiziwevt, Barrister-at-Law. } 
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LAW SOCIETIES. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


Attendances of members of the Council from the 16th of April, 1897, to 
the 15th of April, 1898 : 





Cait maittocs, Tota | “ail, mittecs, Total 

Mr. Addison ... 30 72 102 | Mr. Roscoe -- 33 49 82 
», Attlee oe 26 24 50 », Saunders 9 — 9 
,» Barker .. $3 100 133 | ,, Vall .. 6 — 6 
»» Beale... .. 21 12 33°! ,, Walters ... 29 42 71 
» Blyth... 34 55 89 | ,, Wightman... 2 1 3 
», Bristow 23 27 50 » Williams ., 32 35 67 
», Budd... 3 8 8. - aa |. hE CE 
», Cunliffe 23 36 59 | ,, Winterbotham 29 13 42 
»» Billett... 16 38 54 ,,tAtkinson ... 19 26 45 
» Fladgate ... 19 27 46 sy 1 Birch... 1 ole 
The Right a Sir . 4 > . 1 : 
H. H. Fogler ... — », {Grego — 
Mr. Godden «- 33 161 194 oo {ull ... 2 re, 
» W.H. Gray... 29 25 654 9 {Lord ... 3 1 4 
» own .. i 6° S&S »» 1 Moore 1 1 2 
»» *Heelis a - ae > és Sacre Z > a 

ollams ... 26 7- 3 + [Sewe 
mF Howlett 19 10 29 | ,, {Woods 2 1 3 
», Hunter 23 35 58 | ,, jEsam... 3; — 3 
9, Janson ee ie yy 9Fox ... -_ - = 
»» Keen... 30 4 79 »y )Godlee -_ - - 
9 sane... on a = ae »» )Harris fn YS 

Lawrence 1L 6 #17 »» ) Keith... —— —- = 
», TLeman i ' 2 2 », sLawrance,Jno. —- —- — 
», Manisty 23 29 52 », )Mather <2 1 
;, Margetts 21 19 40 | 4, §Peele... ee 
», Marshall 1 2 3 | ,, ? Winch oe ee 6 
», Milne 3 o— 3 +, )Winterbotham, 
= Morrell + 10 5 15 | IB ola 
+, Munton ide 5 ‘a 
Sir Thomas Paine 31 32 63 + ele caty, 
Mr. Pennington... 33 118 151 | t Elected October, 1897. 
+, Rawle as ae 67 | Retired in October, 1897. 
SirA.K.RollitjtMP. 6 — 6 | 





INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Norics. 
of the members of this society will be held 


The annual general m 


eeting 
on Friday, the 15th of July next, at 2 p.m. precisely, for the election of a 
president and vice-president of the society; of twelve members of the 
Council, in es of ten members who go out of office in rotation, and of 
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of three auditors ; and for other purposes of the society. 
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re-election : Mr. William Godden, Mr. F. H. Janson, Mr. G. Keen, Sir 
Thomas Paine, Mr. R. _ oe. Sir A. K. Rollit, Mr. W. M. Walters, 
Mr. W. Williams, Mr. A. Wig nee Ee. W. H. Winterbotham. 
By order, 
E. W. Wiu1amson, Secretary. 


THE UNITED LAW CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 


The annual dinner of this society was held at the Holborn Restaurant 
on Monday last. Among others present were Mr. Rentoul, Q.C., M.P., 
Mr. English Harrison, Q.C., Mr. FitzGerald, Q.C., Sir George Lewis, Mr. 
J. Skewes-Cox, M.P., Mr. J. Hollams, Mr. Upjohn, Q.C., Mr. Baggallay, 
QC., Mr. C. A. Russell, Q.C., Mr. T. T. Bucknill, Q.C., M.P., Mr. C. F. 
Button (chairman of the society), and Mr. W. May (secretary). 

Mr. Justice Bicnam, who presided, in pro the chief toast, said 
that the society had distributed since its establishment in 1832, in relief 
of sickness, old age, and death, no less than £130,000. The institution 
was something more than a charity. Its committee of management was 
compoeed almost exclusively of the clerks themselves, and, though it was 
not entirely a charity, it deserved the sympathy of all who took an 
interest in the gicat profession to which they belonged. He bore testi- 
— to the high character, capacity, and sense of duty of barristers’ and 
solicitors’ clerks. The objects of the society were such as ought to 
command great sympathy, and he urged that, considering the largeness of 
the profession, it ought to have a great increase of members and subscribers. 
He appealed on behalf of the society for generous support from all 
members of the profession. 

Mr. Craupe Baccattay, Q.C., proposed ‘‘ The Bench, the Bar, and the 
Profession,’ Mr. Excuisx Harrison, Q.C., responding. 

** The Chairman ’’ was proposed by Mr. Picxrorp, Q.0. 

oe the evening it was announced that subscriptions had been 
promised amounting to £500. 


LAW ASSOCIATION. 
Annvat GanzeraL Meetine. 


The eighty-first annual general meeting of the Law Association was 
held on Tharsday at the Incorporated Law Society’s Hall, Mr. Cuanres 
Burt (vice-president) taking the chair. 

The report stated that the funded property of the association now con- 
sists of £33,807. The total receipts for the year were £1,972 16s. 2d. The 
directors had distributed £745 amongst sixteen members’ cases and £225 
amongst seventeen non-members’ cases, making the total relief granted 
£1,000. £519 8s. 3d. consols had been purchased and added to the 
£22,480 11s. 9d. previously held, and there remained a cash balance in 
hand cf £759 4s. 2d. towards the expenditure of the current year. With 
deep regret the directors had to report the deaths during the year of the 
eeveral member3, amongst them Mr. Horatio Brandon, who was at the 
time of his decease, chairman of the board of directors. The directors 
had gratefully to acknowledge the receipt of a legacy of £105 from Mr. 
B on’s executors and a donation of £79 from Mr. Robert Josiah Pead, 
the chairman of the board, making, with a previous donation, £100. They 
had also the satisfaction to report the accession of 100 new members 
during the year, of whom seventy-five were annual subscribers and 
twenty-five life members. There was, however, still considerable leeway 
to be made up before the diminution in income caused by the reduction of 
the annual subecription from £2 2s. to £1 1s., and the directors accord- 
ingly ventured once again to urge upon members the importance of using 
their personal influence to add still further to the number of subscribers, 
e0 that ihe assistance hitherto afforded to their less fortunate professional 
brethren and their families through the medium of the association might 
be continued in the future and the benefits of the institution more widely 
extended, 

The Carman said he met those present with great pleasure upon this 
occasion. Last year some important and special matters were brought 
before the meeting, the chief which was then discussed and settled being 
the reduction of the annual subscriptions of members from £2 23. to £1 1s. 
It was expected that at all events at first the association would lose some 
portion of its income owing to the reduction of the subscription, but he 
was glad to state that the change had not turned out badly. The associa- 
tion had obtained 100 new members during the last year, and although 
the old members, who, if they pleased, might pay only £1 1s. a year, had 
for the most part continued their former contributions, and to pay their 
£2 2s. annually, as, indeed, he had expected. Thirty of the old members 
had continued to pay £2 2s., whilst eighty had paid £1 1s., as they were 
entitled todo. In respect of the 100 new members, seventy-five were 
ennual and twenty-five life members. The result of the alteration had 
been that the association had lost eighty guineas by the reduction, and 
had received one hundred guineas in respect of new members, therefore it 
was not at present ont of et on that account. The receipts for the 
first year had been £1,263 16s. 2d., while the receipts for last year were 
£442 4s. 2d., and the tota receipts, including dividends, amounted to 
£1,548 16s. 7d. last year, as against £1,972 16s. 24. for this year—an in- 
crease of £424. Of that sum £189 5s. consisted of a legacy and a special 
donation, Mr. Brandon’s legacy of £100 and a donation of £79 from the 
chairman ¢ f the board, making, with the previous contribution he bad given, 
£100. The disbursements for the year had been £100 less than in the former 
year. In of members’ cases, the association had distributed 
£745 against for the previous year, and £255 had been distributed 
in non-members’ cases against £260, making a total of £1,000 as against 
£1,105 in the previous year. Four annuitants had died during the year, 
their allowance being altogether £155 a year. The balance in 1897 was 
£620 against £759 40. 2d. for the present year ; therefore, from a financial 








point of view, they ought to be satisfied that the association was in a 
proper position. He was not altogether satisfied with the amount which 
had been given away. He would have been glad if further applications 
had been made or that the association could properly have given away 
even a larger sum than £1,000. But that sum had had a very beneficial 
influence upon those who had received it, and the directors had given £5 
as a bonus to each annuitant on account of its being the Jubilea year. 
After referring to the loss by death of Mr. H. Brandon, Mr. T. P. Dixon, 
Mr. J. Ingram, and Mr. N. T. Lawrence, and of Mr. Spencer Whitehead 
as a member of the board owing to his appointment to a mastership of 
the High Court, he said that the step taken last year in reducing the 
annual subscription with a view to getting the younger members of the 
profession especially to join the association was the right one, and had 
proved successful. But he would not be content until there were 200 
new members. One hundred new members had joined the association 
during the year, and he thought that if due efforts were used another 
hundred ht be gained during the present year. There were a great 
number of solicitors who even now did not know that there was such an 
institution in existence as the Law Association for the benefit of widows 
and others connected with the families of solicitors practising in the 
metropolis, and he ho the members would do their best to increase 
the membership. he investments were of the very best possible 
character, and there had been added to them during the year £519 8s. 3d. 
consels, making altogether £23,000 consols, the present value of which 
was £27,472 103s. What was wanted was more members to take an interest 
in the association and to bring before it all cases calling for its help. 

Mr. R. J. Pgap (chairman of the board) moved the adoption of the 
report. He said that although theze had been no actual loss at present 
by the reduction of the annual subscription he was afraid that they would 
perso promaty ape vent 7” a falling tod pponnt of the 

ts. Therefore he urged upon those present, y the new mem- 
ng do their utmost to ear te new annual subscribers. He would 
not be satisfied until the receipts had equalled the former income, and 
there must be a large increase of annual subscribers to bring this about. 
He pointed out that the subscription was not a yaday. Gratifying 
as it was to have the large reservee, he thought it was not desirable that 
the should be maintained or added to at the expense of relieving the sick 
and needy. They would all be glad to see the benefits of the association 
extended, and that within proper limitations the whole of the income for 
the year should be distributed. He thought there was a very successful 
future before the association. 

Mr. Srpszy Surru seconded the motion, which was agreed to. 

Sir Richard Webster was re-elected president; Mr. Charles Burt, vice- 

ident; and Mr. R. J. Pead, chairman of the board. The retiring 

irectors were also re-elected with the addition of Mr. E. T. H. Brandon 

and Mr. 8. N. Hargrove to the vacancies, and Mr. R. Hewlett and Mr. H. 
J. Calley were re-elected auditors. 

On the motion that the sum of £300, instead of £250 as last year, should 
be placed at the disposal of the directors for the relief of the cases of 
non-members, 

Mr. A. Toovry observed that some years ago the question has arisen as 
to how far the association was a purely charitable institution, or how far 
it was a mutual benefit society. There was a difference of opinion in the 
association in this respect. The cociety was composed of solicitors prac- 
tising in the metropolis, and the fact that only 196 were annual sub- 
scribers out of the many thousands was one which he could not lose sight 
of, and which every right-minded man ought to protest against. He 
thought that the men who subscribed to the association were entitled toa 
great deal more consideration than were those who either from want of 
thrift or want of thought had not made such a sacrifice. There had been 
an awakening on the of late years as to the desirability of making 
some increase in the amounts given to members, and he thought they 
were entitled to more sympathy than were non-members. For the first 
few years of the association no grants were made to non-members, subse- 
quently £100 was voted, and the amount had varicd considerably ; it had 
been as high as £350 and as low as £45. During the last five years the 
average had been £211. The immediate result of the reduction of the 
annual subscription was a deficiency of £54 123., whilst there was an 
increase of seventy-five new members. These constituted a source of liability 
or responsibility to the association, aud he did not think that £1 1s. was 
anything more than a fair payment to cover the liability. If misfortune 
should overtake any of the old members they would feel that, having paid 
£2 23. subscription, they would be entitled to greater consideration and 
to a larger grant than would the newer members. He considered the 
time inopportune for increasing the amount t» be disbursed amongst non- 
members. 

The Cxarrman said he did not take the somewhat pessimistic view 
adopted by Mr. Toovey. There were 310 members, and if the funds were 
now divided each member would have £150. ‘Therefore he did not think 
they should haggle over £50. 

The motion was oteptes 

Mr. Toovey asked whether any step had been taken to obtain a i- 
tion of the association in the adminictration of the Victoria Pension Fund 
raised by the Incorporated Law Society, and if so what was the result ? 

The Cuaraman replied that no action had been taken by the board in 
the matter. He pointed out that the fund had been collected for the 
benefit of solicitors in England and Wales, and that as the sphere of 
operations of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association extended over the 
provinces, while the Law Association was confined to London, he 
there was no reason for the board to seek to have a voice in the 
tration of the fund. 

A vote of thanks to the chairman, moved by Mr. Lovat and seconded 
the proceedings. 


by Mr. CAaLLey, 
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LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Honours ExaMINatTIon. 

April, 1898. 


At the examination for honours of candidates for admission on the roll 
of solicitors of the Supreme Court, the examination committee recom- 
mended the following as being entitled to honorary distinction : 


First Crass. 
[In Order of Merit.] 


Auexanper Tuomas Mriuer, who served bis clerkship with Messrs. 
Miller & Williamson, of Liverpool. 

Rectnatp Hernert Pentey, B.A. (Camb.), who served his clerkship 
with Mr. James Gordon Wenden, of the firm of Messrs. Vizard, Wenden, 
& Sov, of Dursley ; and with Messrs. Crowders & Vizard, of London. 

Harry Leorotp Friern Berry, who served his clerksbip with Mr. 
William Warburton, of Manchester. 


Szconp Crass. 
[In Alphabetical Order.] 


Theophilus Hamilton Bevan, wo served his clerkship with Mr. Charles 
William Slater, of Swansea; and with Mr. John Thomas Lowis, of 
London. 

Frank Dawes, who served his clerkship with Mr. Thomas Richard 
Bonser, of Oldbury. 

Alfred Herbert Hall, who served his clerkship with Mr. Thomas Dunn 
Marshall, of South Shields. 

Gibson Warwick Finlay Hamilton, who served his clerkship with Mr. 
John Messer Bennetts, of Truro. 

Taniel Johnston Mason, who served his clerkship with Mr. Peter de 
Eggleefield Collin, of the firm of Messrs. Collin & Turney, of Maryport ; 
and with Mr. George Augustus Lightfoot, of the firm of Messrs. Donald, 
a & Lightfoot, of Carlisle; and of Messrs. Lightfoot & Lightfoot, of 

aryport. 

Edward Alexander Pope, who served his clerkship with Mr. Henry 
Argent Simmons, of Bath ; and Mr. Frederick Woolbert, of London. 

Edmund Spencer, who eerved his clerkship with Messrs. Miller & 
Williamson, of Liverpool. 


Turrp Cxass. 
[{m Alphabetical Order. ] 


Alfred John Adams, who served his clerkship with Mr. Henry Cecil 
Geare, of London. 

, io, Barker, who served clerkehip with Mr. James Moxon, of Ponte- 
ract. 

Rowland Henry Berkeley, who served his clerkship with Mr. Albert 
Saunders and Mr. Graham Stokes, of London. 

Frederick William Green, who served his clerkship with Mr. William 
Cooke Kettle, of Wolverhampton. 

Eugene Guye, LL.B. (Lond.), who rerved his clerkship with Mr. 
oo. Holbert, of the firm of Messrs. EardleysHolt, Hulbert, & Hubbard, 
of London. 

Oswald Hesketh Hanson, B.A. (Camb.), who served his clerkship with 
Mr. George Kyme Wright, of London. 

Alfred Allan Ironside, who served his clerkship with Mr. Leslie Antill, | 
of the firm of Messrs. Leslie Antill & Arnold, of London. 

Walter Daniel Stansfield, who served his clerkship with Mr. J. D. Hig- 
son and Mr. John James Ra vsthorn, of the firm of Messrs. Rawsthorn, 
Ambler, & Booth, of Preston. 

Alfred Miles Taylor, who served his clerkship with Messrs. F. & H. 
Taylor, of Bakewell. 

The Council of the Incorporated Law Society accordingly give Class 
Certificates and award the following Prizes of Books : 

To Mr. Miller—Prize of the Honourable Society of Clement’s Inn— 
value about £10; and the Daniel Reardon Prize—value about 20 guineas. 

To Mr. Penley, B.A. (Cantab)—The Prize of the Honourable Society of 
Clifford’s Inn —value 10 guineas. 

To Mr. Berry—The Prize of the Honourable Scciety of New Inn—value 


5 guineas. 

To Mr. John Henry Latham Brewer, who served his articles with Mr. 
Join Brewer, of Barnstaple, and Messrs, Vandercom & Co , of London— 
“The John Mackrell Prize’’—value about £12. 

The Council give Class Certificates to the candidates in the second and 
third clasees. 

Sixty-four candidates gave notice for the examination. 








LEGAL NEWS. 


OBITUARY. 


Mr. Frenertck Mzapows Wurre, Q.C., died on Saturday last. He was 
educated at Oxford, and became a fellow of . He was 
called to the bar in 1853, and acquired an extensive practice. He took 
silk in 1877. For many years he was Recorder of Canterbury. In 1893 


The Right Hon. Spencer Horatio Watroxs died at —- 
po! was'a daughter Egmont. 

He was educated at Eton and 
to the bar in 1831. He practised 
siderable success, and was made a Queen’s Counsel in . 
year he was returned to Parliament as member for Midhurst; and in 
1856, on the death of Mr. Goulburn, he was returned for Cambridge 
> arena and held this seat until 1882. He was three times Home 
Secretary. 


: 
i 
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APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Anmonp Datwure Matcorm, Q:0., Chief Justice of the Babama 
Islands, has received the honour of Knighthood. 


The Hon. Hamitton Currsg, C.B., barrister, Solicitor to the Treasury, 
has been appointed a K.O.B. 


Mr. Kenetm Dicay, barrister, Under-Secretary of State, Home Office, 
has been appointed a K.O.B. 


Mr. Kenxerx Mure Macxeszis, 0.B., Q.0., Clerk of the Crown, has 
been appointed a K.C.B. 


ee Laicu Pemwserrton, C.B., barzister, has been appointed a 


Mr. Joun MacDonzi1, Eeq., LU.D., a Master of the Supreme Court 
of Jadicature, has been appointed a O.B. 


Mr. Cuiaup Frasszp, solicitor, of the firm of Messrs. Clapham, Fitch, & 
Co., of 15, Devonshire-square, Eeeogeante, London, bas boon appointed 
. ae for Oaths. Mr. Fraeer was admitted in December, 


INFORMATION WANTED. 


Jane Wenster, deceased.—Should any person have in their possession a 
will of the late Mrs. Jane Webster, who died at Norwood-road, S.E., on 
the 2&th of April, 1898, and they will communicate with us, a reward 
will be paid for their trouble.—H , Son, & Eve, 110, Oannon-street, 
E.O., solicitors. 


GENERAL, 


Mr. Justice Stirling completed twelve years’ service on the bench on the 
20th inst., having been appointed a {idee of the Chancery Division on the 
20th of May, 1886, in succession to Mr. Justice Pearson. 


The late Mr. Be mee Horatio Walpole, Q.C., was senior Queen’s 
Counsel. He received his patent on the 2nd of July, 1846. The senior 
Queen’s Counsel is now Lord Grimthorpe, who received that rank in 1854. 

The sittings of the Railway and Canal Commissioners for fie hearing 
of cases in June and July will commence on the following dates: Tuesday, 
June 7 (Dublin); Tueeday, July 5 (Edinburgh); Thursday, July 21 
(London). 

At the ball given by the treasurer-and benchers of the Middle 
in their hall over 400 of the members and their friends were t. a4 


fine old haJl and approaches were tastefully decorated wi! 
the cutive secsuneenet the buliding eens made available for the comfort 


of tke visitors. The band of the Coldstream Guards was in attendance 
and played in the Minstrels’ Gallery. 

A detective officer with an in record, says the Globe, retires 
from Scotland Yard in the of Chief Inspector Marshall. He joined 


the Metropolitan Police Force in 1869, and ro:e rapidly in the service. 
Among the notorious cases in which he was en may be mentioned 
that of Mrs. Gordon Baillie and the Dyson-Bartlett case, and to him be- 
1 the credit of having unravelled the tomer ty names + When he was 
in charge of a re-organised detective department at -street, he did good 


service to the pub Leas Scommahl tomas of house 
swindlers, the leading tein the matrimonial frauds, and of 
fashicnably-dressed rogues who did business in the Strand and or- 


thumberland-avenue. 
The following gentlemen have been elected members of the General 
Set SS ae as the result Fae ee ae ee 
Saturday: Mr. Mon Crackanthorpe, ., Mr. Warmington 4 

Mr. F. 0. Cramp, Q ©., Mr. Tindal Atkinson, Q.0., Mr. Joseph Walton, 
Q.C., Mr. Swinfen Eady, Q.0.,.Mr. Vernon R. Smith, Q.O., Mr. Verey 
ig os QO., Mr. Bargrave Deane, Q.C0., Mr. J. Alderson Foote, Q.C., 
Mr. T. Tindal Methold, Mr. O. Leigh M.P., Mr. R. H. 
Mr. A. O. Maberly, Mr. 0. F. Gill, Mr. E. W. Garrett, Mr. Yi 
Anderson J. Scott Mr. 


, Mr. . Montague the Hon. Alfred 
Lyttelton, M.P., Mr. J. E. H. Mr. H. Erle Richards, Mr. T. Dalton 
Lawrance, and the Hon. Russell. 





a eS ae for the Clerkenwell circuit, but 


was compelled by ill-health to resign the post. 
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pay all that the law allowed, in view of the loss to the State caused by the 
continued existence of every habitual criminal. Ho believed that the 
ers’ money could not be invested in a better way, for half-a-dozen 
prisoners left unreclaimed would more than swallow the £238; and on 
other grounds a single reclamation would be worth the money spent. He 
could not but think that the Government would listen to any fair repre- 
sentationson this point. The Solicitor-General remarked that this and 
organizations were really working to prevent the manufacture of 
habitual criminals. 


On Monday, in the House of Commons, Mr. Gibson Bowles asked the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether, as was stated by Mr. A. W. 
Soward, of the Legacy and Succession Duty Department, at p. 8 of his 
** Handbook to the Estate Duty,’’ the Inland Revenue authorities had 
followed the opinion of the law officers of the Crown in claiming and 

estate duty upon the death of a tenant for life of settled pro- 

perty who had bond fide released his interest more than twelve months 
— to death, save where the life interest was bond fide released before the 
nce Act, 1894, came into operation; whether the effect of the saving 
clause thus introduced into the practice had been that the duty had been 
claimed and exacted when the deceased died after the Act came into opera- 
tion, and the life interest had also been released after the Act, while the duty 
had not been claimed or exacted when the deceased died after the Act, but 
the life interest had been released before the Act; whether he would state on 
what date and on what grounds the Board of Inland Revenue came to the 
decision to adopt in part and to reject in part the advice of the law 
officers of the Crown ; and whether it was in accordance with the usual 
practice for revenue departments, acting by the direction and under the 
control of the Treasury, only to act upon the advice of the law officers 
with such variations as they deemed expedient. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer said : The hon. member correctly describes the practice of the 
Board of Inland Revenue and its effects in the instance which he takes. 
The practice in question has been in force since July, 1895. The Board 
of Inland Revenue have not rejected the advice of the law officers of the 
Crown, but it is their duty to apply that advice, to the best of their judg- 
ment, to the different cases that may arise, and it was on account of the 
extreme difficulty of doing this in this particular matter that we have 
a desired to obtain an interpretation of the law by the proper 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—Faipay, May 20, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limitep 1 CHANOERY. 

Braziuszan Syxpicate, Louren—Petn for winding up, presented May 17, directed to be 
heard on Wednesday, June 8. Marshall & Marshal!, 3 and 4, Lincoln’s inn fields, 
solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 
6 o'clock in the afternoon of June 7 

Gotpex Crows, Lamitep (1s Liquipatiox)—Creditors are required, on or before July 2, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Charles Lloyd,.77, Bishopsgate +t Within. Burn & Berridge, 11, Old Broad st, colors 
to liquidator _ 

Hayvyay’s Gotb¥s Trazasvure, Linitep (1x Liquipatioy)—Creditors are required, on or 
before July %, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Charles Lioyd, 77, Bishopsgate st Within, Burn & Berridge, 11, Old Broad 
st, solors to liquidator 

Maixtaxp Consors, Limitzo (1x Ligtipatiox)—Croditora are required, on or before 

Fy Pas to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 

to ries Lioyd, 77, Bishopsgate st Within. Burn & Berridge, 1), Old Broad st, solors 
to the liquidator 

Nava Gotp Mixes Syxpicate, Liurren—Creditors are required, on or before July 4, to 

their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Julius 
ilson Hetherington Byrne, 81, Gracechurch st 

Pappixeton Coxso.s, Liwitep (1x Liguipatios)—Creditors are required, on or before 

= 2, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 

to > es we 77, Bishopsgatest Within. Burn & Berridge, 11, Old Broad st, solors 

to iqui r 


é oy manamM, & Co, Limrrep -Creditors + re required, on or before June 14, to send 


names and dresees, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to James 
Perkins, Exchange chmbre,-12, Bank st, Manchester. Hinde, Milne, & Bury, Man- 
chester, solors for the liquidator 
Sgacompe aun Birxennead Ixvestuent Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or 
before July 16, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or 
to James Bruce Tytler and John Hinkes Tilman, addressed to the offices of 
Jones & Milne, 20, North John st, Liverpool, solors for liquidators 
Szwacr Teaysuvratioy Co, Liuirep (rrapine as Taz Cyprus Caemicat Co, Limitep) 
(iw Votuntary Liquipatiox)—Creditors are required, on or before June 30, tv send 
their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts and claims, to W G Devon 
Astle, 61, Old Broad st Travers & Co, Throgmorton avenue, solors 
Weatrtn or Nations Extenpep, Limirep (1s Liquipatiox)—Creditorsa are required, on 
or before July 2, to send their names and ad , and particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Charles Lloyd, 77, Bishopsgate st Within. Burn & Berridge, 11, Old Broad 
st, solors to liquidator 
London Gazette.—Tuzspay, May 24. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LimiteD 1x CHANCERY. 


Accius, Linitzp—Petn for winding up, presented May 19, directed to be heard on June 
8 Farlow & Fuller, 1, Church ct, Clement’s Jane, solors for petners Notice of appear- 


ing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of June 7 
“ Cranissa Rapcurre” Steamsnir Co, Lisirzo—Creditors are uired, on or before 
July 1, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Henry Radcliffe, 4, Dock chbrs, Carditf John Moxon, Cardiff, solor to liquidator 
Dovgstoys, Davey, Hutt, & Co, Liurrep—Petn for winding up, presen May 18, 
directed to be heard June 8. Pritzhard & Co, Painters’ Hall, Little Trinity In, agents 
for Roweliffe & Co, Manchester, solors for the petners. Notice of appearing must 
reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of June 7 
Goyx & Co (Wirners & Cuanpier), Linrrep—Creditors are requested, on or before July 
9, to their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
‘William Charles Doggett, 17, Holborn viaduct, Negus, Bloomsbury #q, solor to the 


Maureorotr, Bracxroot, Laurrep—Petn for winding up, presented May 19, 
directed to be heard at the Assize Courts, &trangeways, Manchester, on Tuesday, June 
7, at 10.30. John R Gaulter, Albert sq, Fleetwood, solor for the petners. Notice of 
appearing must reach the abo not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 
June 6 





T 





Joun Day & Co, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented May 20, directed to be heard 
on Wednesday, June 8. Ph+lps & Co, 22, Aldermanbury, solors for petner. Notice of 
sppearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of 

une 

Piwsitey Economiser Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before July 8, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, t» Milsom 

rod, 46, Brown st, Manchester. Payne & Co, Manchester, solors to liquidator 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 


Barrish Workman's Farexviy Society, Moulton, Northampton. May 18 
laras Rote ov ee Lopes, U.O. Free Garpeners Fatenviy Society, Hathersage, 
y: ay 





COURT PAPERS. 
CIRCUITS OF THE JUDGES. 


The following Judges will remain in Town :—Kennepy, J., and Bicuam, 
J., during the whole of the Circuits; the other Judges till their respective 
Commission Days. 

Notice.—In cases where no note is appended to the names of the Circuit 
Towns both Civil and Criminal Business must be ready to be taken on the 
first working day ; ia other cases the note appended to the name of the 
Circuit Town indicates the day before which Civil Business will not be 
taken. In the case of Circuit Towns to which two Judges go there will bo 
no alteration in the old practice. 
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THE PROPERTY MART. 
SALES OF THE ENSUING WEEK. 
Jomo VERSIONS H. _E. Fosrgr & Craxrieto, at the Mart, at 2: 


0 Onesixth of £6,755 Coneols; sole egtt a8. Solicitors, Messrs. Eastwood, 


Wige & Champernowne, 
To « Trust Fund of og ~~ — pga — : 
C) evons, 
To One-third of £1 463° Consols ; lady 49, tleman a 538, Solicitors, 
re de dit Cs ed, Landa rent 1 
‘o ourt e es per 
— and Stocks of over £5,000; lady aged 70. folicitors, Messrs. H. Dale 


& Co., London. 
POLICIES : 
For £5,000, £3,000, £1,000, £574, £431. Solicitors, W. Haddon Owen, Esq., Louth ; 
— Fh Garrett, & Holman, ; and Messrs. Meade-King 
ae) 


(See advertisements, this week, back page. 

June 3.—Messrs. Prneins & Soxs, at ’ southumpt pin, the Freehold Pro; 
the Moorlands Estate, formerly the seat of B jir Richard and Lad: comprising 
moderate-sized mansion, with lodge a and miniature park, with the ames farm adjoin- 
ing, a total area of about 1 Solicitors, Mesers. Bridges, Sawtell, & Co., 
London. (See wovauticomeatity May 18 14, p. 5.) 


known as 





Wanninc To 1nTENDING Hovss Purcuasers anp Lessegs.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house, have the Sanitary Aarengometie thoroughly 
Examined, Tested, and Reported Upon by an Expert from Messrs. Carter 
bros., 65, Victoria - street, Westminster. Fee quoted on ow of full 
particulars. (Established 21 years.)--[Apvr.] 


CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICI. CAP. 35. 


Last Day or Cram, 
London Gaszette.—Frivay, May 6. 
Apiix, Emma, Chard, Somerset June 4 Clarke & Lukin, Chard 
Arcuer, Goopwyy, Ipswich June 10 Archer & Son, Ely 
Baitey, Exiza, Draycot Cerne, Wilts May 23 Wood & Awdry, Chippenham 
Baxtgr, Tnouas, Woodford Green, Essex, Wholesale Ironmonger June8 Satchell & | 
Chapple, Queen st 
Dorsen, Sram, EESvaeagm Rotherham, Provision Merchant June 30 Marsh & Son, 
Boyce, Ex1, Westbury-sub-Mendip, Somerset, Blacksmith June 10 March, Axbridge 
Cariste-Mi_ter, Waxkerretp, St James’s pl June 20 Renshaw & Co, Suffolk lane 
CLover, Roserr, Sandbeck, pr Rotherham, Coachman June 30 Marsh & Son, Rother- 


Cocxise, Tuomas, Tothill Manor, Lincoln, Farmer May 20 Owen, Louth 

Coosan, Wittram, Bootle, nr Liverpool, Pawabroker June 13 Pride, Liverpool 

Cook, Faancis, Grimsby June 3 Bates & Mountain, Grimsby 

Cooper, Brioce Frovsnam, Walthamstow June 11 Pearse, Gt James st 

Danson, Mary, 8t John’s Wood rd June 24 Bells, King st 

Dvuppixe, Davip, Hull June 30 Gale, Hull 

Eatnorye, Evizaseta Warts, Penzance, Cornwall June9 Borlase & Co, Penzance 

EstwistLe, Witt1aM, Darwen, Lancs, Quarry Owner July 1 Costeker, Darwen 

Ercuss, WittiaAm Haron, Bath June 24 Newman & Co, Yeovil 

Gites, are 14m, Ashford, Kent, Builder June 24 Gardner & Hovenden, Finsbury 

Grey, ‘the J Right ae Seymour Joux, Fourth Earl of Wilton June 8 Grover & 
Co, King’s ch walk 

Guixvey, Joun, Biggin, Derby, Farmer June 27 Holland & Rigby, Ashborne 

Hai, Evizasetru Gress, Providence, Rhode Island, US A June6 Hinde & Co, Man- 


Henny, Isaac Sotomoy, Maida Vale May 31 Wild & Wild, Lawrence In 
Horsratt, Henry, Wakefield, Surgeon July 1 Mander & Co, Wakefield 

Hoven, Wiit1am Reason, Cornwall rd, Lambeth June1? Pearce & Sons, Giltspur st 
How ett, Henry Josern, Poplar June6 Bradshaw, Poplar 

Hornyance, Jane, Penzance, Cornwall Juze 9 Borlase & Co, Penzance 

Lewis, Hexnic Jouax, Hanworth June 10 Dowson & Co, Surrey st 

Luus, Wiu1am, Sowerby Bridge, Halifax June 7 Longbotham & Sons, Halifax 
Luscomse, Saran, Lustleigh, Devon May 31 Clarke & Blundell, Serjeants’ inn 
McGaw, Joszrn, Brixton rd Juneé Barnard, Westminster Bridge rd 

McMaunoy, Janz, Finsbury Park June6é Fairbrother, Leadenhall st 

Mavvock, Witt1AM, Barbican, Manufacturers’ Agent June9 Geare, Basinghall st 


Matter, Awx, Nottingham June 2% Thorpe & Perry, Nottingham 

Marrrx, Ex1zA, Littleport, Cambridge June 10 Archer & Son, Ely 

Mantry, Hexny, Pendleton, Lancs June7 Brett & Co, Manchester 

Micxierawait, Eowarp, Ackworth, York, Shopkeeper June 1 Hickmott, Rotherham 
Moses, Exizasetn, Tottenham July6 East, Basinghall st 

Moutzave, Jeneman, Dibragarh, Assam, India June 4 Maddisons, King’s Arms yard 
Newsatp, Tuouas, Wilberfoss, York June 20 Wood, York 

Parry, Feayces, Liandudno Junel Pugh & Bone, Llandudno 

Reeay, Paraticx, St Helier, Jersey June 20 Bennett & Co, Coleman st 

Rytaxps, Joux, Thetwall, Chester June15 Field & Co, Liverpool 

Cones, Sir Eoseer Cecrt Sauxpers, Beechwood, Herts June 24 Tylee & Co, 


Smiz.p, Susanna, Cheddar, Somerset June 14 March, Axbridge, Somerset 
| Star, Hesry, Highgate July 1 Surridge, Coggeshall 

| Srarners, Wittiam, Kingston upon Hull June17 Hart, Hull 

Tucker, Susanna, St John’s Wood Junel4 Day & Co, Norfolk st 

Tuomrsoyx, WALpEGRAVE Rocx, Hammersmith July 1 Hands, Gresham st 

Tuckey, Eowry, Runcorn, Chester, Corn Merchant June 24 Burton, Runcorn 
Veeweniae Rt Hon yy 4 Frances Reagan Dowager Lady, Park st Julyi Arnold 


Worst, Minoan? ‘Wena, — st June 14 Ingram & Co, Lincoln's inn 


Wixvz, Constance Mary, Bogliasco, Italy July 9 Hargrove & Co, Victoria st 

Witiy,ss, Mrs Carnenrtss, Cheltenham May 30 Ticehurst & Sons, Cheltenham 
London Gasette—Tuxspay, May 10. 

| Apams, Sanan, Cradley, Worcester June6 Bernard & Co, Stourbridge 

Asn, Mary, Maida vale June 18 Peacock, South sq, Gray’s ina 

Asutey, Ruscouse James, Bath July1 Barker, Bristol 

Bottoy, the Rev ,THomas Francis, Whitchurch, Salop June 30 Palmer & Co, Tra- 


Boorsroyp, Jum, Sheffield June 24 Alderson & Co, Sheffield 
| Baooxs, Hanater, Alderley Edge, Chester June1l J ESmith & Pennington, Hyde 
| Corterr, Wiiu1am, Hastings June 18 Davenport & Co, Hastings 
| Coorar, Joux, Oldbury, Worcester, Grocer June 17 Wright & Hollins, Oldbury 
| Cox, Paitir Henny, Liscard. Chester June 8 Tweddle, Liverpool 
| Cnanz, Jane, High Barnet, Herts June 18 Peacock, South sq, Gray’s inn 
Danip, Fraxozs Axnxz Joseruixe, Southsea May 30 Hodgens, Abergevenny 
| Eastwoop, Mrs Ava Exizasera, Knaresberough Jane6 Paull, Harrogate 
Gasoey, Dope Boorgs, Brixton hill, Surgeon June 1 James White & Leonard, 


j Ludgate 
| Gannoy, See Greppenhall, Chester May 21 Granger, Warrington 
| Gorvox, Tuomas Gramam, Hammersmith Jane 10 Waterhouse & Co, New ot, Oarey st 
Grecsox, Manx, Bury, Cabinet Maker June13 Butcher & Barlow, Bury 
| Hapwis, Roser, Westmorland, Farmer May 19 Talbot & Rheam, Milnthorpe 
Hatt, Jos, Sheffield June 27 Maxfield, Sheffield 

Hargisoy, Marraew, Churchtown, Lancs June8 Blackhuret, Garstang 
| Hottanp, Constance Mary, Genoa, Italy Jaly9 Hargrove & Co, Victoria st 
| Huao, Lerrria, 8t John’s Wood June10 Kennedy, Dablin 
| Locxmart, Barsara, Penrith June 10 Arnison & Co, Penrith 
| Lysacut, Fraxces Extty, Richmond Jane 9 Hurrell & Co, Corahill 

Mrrcne.y, Heyry, Penrith June 10 Arnison & Co, Penrith 
| Murrto, Joun, Scarborough June 1 Watts & Co, Scarborough 

Newmas, Cuances, Gt Yarmouth, Whitesmith May14 Burton & Son, Gt Yarmouth 
Paics, Many Ayn, Herne Hill June 12 Simpson & Co, Southwark st 
Picxur, Epuunp, Oswaldtwistle, Lancs, Furniture Broker June 13 Reddish, Chursh 
Ruomay, Saran, Winterbourne, Glos June1 Wm Smith & Sons, Weston super Mare 
Rouxpe.t, Josnva, Poplar June 11 Matthews, Bush lane 
Scort, Apranam, Salford, Gardener May 28 Dixon & Linnell, Manchester 
Suetiaap, Avstix, Clapham June4 Crofton & Co, Manchester 
Tzt.ow, Groncs Tuomas, Hackney, Mantle Dealer June 1 Phillips & C», Nicholas 


Towwrzy, James, Stoke Newington June 15 Gard & Co, Gresham bldgs 

Twrcross, Tuomas Eowanp, Copthall ct June 16 French, Crutched Friars 

Vennox, The Right Hon Haraiet Frances Manta Dowager Lady, Park st July 1 
Arnold & Co, Gt Marlborough st 

Warp, Newmay, Cockington, Torquay, Barrister June 2i Ford & Co, Dowgate hill 

Warp, Ww Austin Friais, Stockbroker Jane 9 Chalk & Thatcher, Bishopsgate 


st W: 


| Wanans, Peren Joszrn, NewCross June9 Keene & Co, Seething lane 
Wasser, Gaara Raunds, Northampton, Wesleyan Minister June 11 Hunnybun & 


| ‘Witsox, AxTHony, Green June 30 King & Co, Queen Victoria st 
Wirtz, Rev Tzoxas Daartos, Bath Junel4 Gill & Bush, Bath 














BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—Frivay, May 20. Corr, Grirrita, Hatton 
RECEIVING ORDERS. Basch 10 Ond May 17 


Curvers, Georcs James, Islington, Builder High Court | Fexxer, Jouy "Onda i Merchant Birmingham 
| Pet ‘April28 Ord May 17 Pet 2 Or 
gdn, Agent High Court Pet Fuspe, Cos BORGE to pool, Mineral Water Manu- 


Ord 
Sy Face 


F 4 ingham, Cycle Manufacturer 
Atsorr, Hexny Tuomas, Burton on Trent, T Teaches of Davies, Dave, = Cardif, Grocer CarJi@ “Biman Fe Pot May 16" Ord May 16 


Music Burtonon Trent Pet May 16 Ord Ma y 16 a 


ALtisox, James, Colne, Lancs, Builder Burnley Tet May | 
18 Ord May 18 


yi 
~ | Datven, bl org Vinegar Merchant Norwich 
Aprep, Josern, Chiswick, Baker Brentford Pet May 14 | Pet May7 May ire, 4 


| es ph Peary, Herne Hill High Court Pet April29 | Guymen, D. 


Lanes Ashton under Lyne 
Pet May 1¢6 Ord wie Ona taay 16 
spemee, Alfreton, Derbys Derby Pet May 17 


Ord May 14 y7 Ord 
Asxiy, Davi, | Earow, Baw, Sheffield, | Sheffield Pet | Lrow, Winvtan Henay, Stamford, Lincs, Builder Petor- 
Me avin, Somer Salop, Accountant Madeley Pet | May iS’ Ora May 18 ’ Pet May 18 le ond May 18 


y 
Bauser, Coruanper Titans, Balham High Court Pet | Eowanbe i Seasees Fuente, Upten to Gover Worcester | Marri, Wysese ee Wallis Down, Dorset, Baker 


May 16 Ord May 16 


Bustin, Tuomas, Newgate st, Art Needlework, Manufec- | Bowanos, a Wines Arruvur, _— » Tailor's Manager 


turer High Court Pet May 17 Ord May alsall Pet Mayi7 O 


May 16 
—_ ea . Beaifort, _ Bradford Pot 


rd soon, Tuomas 
Caarman, Canes, Gt Grimsb t | Exwoop, Witttam ay yy ent Dealer Luton 
yee y @ Grimeby’ Pet May 16 ares aves ya Sata vertising Ag Mocgane, 3s Beds, Corn 


Cuarmay, Jouw Cuarugs 





Beasholme G - Bush, Shorthand Clerk Morse, Faspeaicx Brvodeury, Corn Marchant High 
keeper York Pet May 18 Ord May 18" saad | Parrarasis, Geonse, Pe May iso Ord May'18 Court 2A ? 
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Nisip, Tuomas, Sandbach, Chester,  smaes Maker 
Macclesfield Pet May 17 Ord May 

Norrox, Ewart Harvey, Liverpool, Slationer Liverpool 
Pet A 29 May 17 

Ovrrnam, Atczrnow Wasuinctroy, Eastbourne ed 

Eastbourne Pet May 18 Ord May 

Panxwatt Porrsery Co, Longton, Staffs, +l 

Manufacturers Stoke upon Trent Pet April 25 Ord 


May 16 
Passes, ag Wigan, Draper Wigan Pet May 16 Ord 


Partuirs, Ricnarp James, Pembroke, pane Pem- 
broke Dock Pet May 16 Ord May 

Resvz, A.razp, King’s Heath, nor "pirmin gham, Corn 
Merchant Birmingham Pet April 23 Od May 18 

as 7 Idbam, Journalist Oldham Pet 

May 18 Ord May 18 

Seitraks, Ropers, 0 Gates, Lage. Coal Miner 
Barnsley Pet May 18 Ord M 

er Torquay, Baker 5 ee Pet May 14 

6 


y 1 
Suita, Agrnur Rosert, Croston, Lancs Bolton Pet May 
17 Ord May 17 


Suiru, Ferix, Halstead, Essex, ie Maker Col- 
chester Pet May16 Ord Ma 

Saitrn, Jonx Hampson, Croston, oe C ey Maoufac- 
turer Bolton Pet May 17 Ord May 1 

Totsoyn, Georer, paiiey, Confectioner eS Pet 
Mayi7 Ord May 17 

Womack, Gronce, Grimethorpe, - Barnsley, Farmer 
Barnsley PetMay3 Ord May 

Watpgy, E J Epwis, Beer In, tended Dealer High 
Court Pet April 25 Ord May 16 

Vee, Sere Joux, Mincing ln High Court Pet 


rd Ma: 
Waicnut, Gronce Prankwell, Shrewsbury, Innkeeper 
Pet May 17 Ord May 17 
Yeares, Josern — Bristol, Gardener Bristol Pet 
May 17 Ord May 17 
Zaspan, Numa, Highbury, Musician High Court Pet 
May 16 Ord May 16 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of April 8; 
Watrens, Jouyx, and Joun Jovxes, Ogmore Vale, Glam, 
Builders Cardiff Pet April5 Ord April 5 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
Asxis, Davip, Dawley, Accountant May 23 at 11.30 Of 
Rec, 42, St John’s hill, Shrewsbury 


Barses, Cottawper Cuaries, Balham May 27 at 11 
Bankruptcy bid, age, Carey st 
Bustis, THomas, Newgate st, Art Needlework Manufac- 


turer May 27 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Cuarmay, Jown Cuartzs, Peasholme Green, York, Inn- 
—— June 3 at 12,15 Off Rec, 28, Stonegate, 

or! 

Cuivers, Georce James, aaagien, Buiider May 27 at1 
Bankru y bldgs, Carey st 

Corr, bt Hatton oa, Agent June 1 at il 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Dore, Eowarp om fom ak Newport, Mon, Physician June 2 
at12 Off Rec, W te chmbrs, Newport, Mon 

ro, a. Henny, Hempstead, Glos, Farmer May 
Ba Off , Sti tion rd, Gloucester 

Gun ad Clayton, Lanes, Grocer’s Assistant May 
27 at 2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Jones, Daxier, and "Gronce Watkins, Blaina, Mon, 
Grocers May 27 at3 65, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Kaicats, Anruvur, Swansea, Engineer May 27 ati2 Off 

, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Lanoroy, Srepuen, Nottingham, Fruit Salesman May 27 
at12 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 

Law, Jonx, , Commission Agent = 27 at 12 
Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Batle 

Lawrence, Covass, Li ish Salesman June lat1 
Off Ree, istorie at 


Liverpool 
Lister, ny ‘eels, Commercial Traveller June 2 at 
1 Off 22, Park row, Leeds 


Lyoy, WILLIAM Hesry, Stemford, Lincoln, Builder May 
7 w Courts, New rd, Pe sterborough 
Macpowatp, Tone Waurrr, Wallington, Surrey, 
— May 27 at 12.30 24, Railway app, London 
ridge 


McNicout, Wittz1am Herseer, Southport June 1 at 2.30 
Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Maxsuatt, Witriam, Sheffield, Sausage Manufacturer 
May 2 at 11 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

— <7 Wiis, Dradfor 2 Fiastever May 27 at 11 Off 
Rec, 3 r row, 

Mokrszi Eceaxor, South Bhiclan Saddler June 2 at 330 

, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 

Monsz, Freperick Hever, Brondesbury, Corn Merchant 
May 27 at11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Norsay, Tou, Alconbury Weston, Hunts, Hay Dealer 
May 27 at 12 Law Courts, New rd, Peterborough 

Pasges, Sous, Wigan, Draper May 27 at 3 16, Wood st, 


Ramsay, Wittiam Davin, Westbourne pk June i at 2.30 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st ’ 

Suariey, Epwarp, Torquay, Baker June 2 at 10.45 Off 
Ree, 13, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Surrn, Arraur Roser, Croston, Lancs May 27 at 11.30 
Townhall ie Rooms, Chorley 

Surru, Jonw Hampson, Croston, nr Preston, Cotton Manu- 
acturer May 27 at11 Townhall Sale ‘Rooms, Chorley 

wi ay | Isamazt, Colne, Lancs, Licensed Victualler 

27 at1 Exchange Hotel, Nicholas st, Burnley 

Taycor, Jouy, and Frevericx Wittiam Taywor, Darling- 
ton, ectioners June 8 at 3 Off Rec, 8, Albert 
rd, Middlesborough 

Toxsox, Gronar, "Batley, Yorks, Baker May 27 at 3.30 
Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Batley 

Wees, Tuomas jun, Gt t Grimaby, Fish Merchant May 27 

ff Ree, 15, Osborne st, Gt Grimsby 

waseee, Panne Shrewsbu ry, Salop, Innkeeper May 28 
atll Off Ree, 42, St John’s hill, Shrewsbury 

Waker, ALpert Arravr, hn gee York —" Maker 
May 27 at 11 Off Rec, Ban k chmbrs, 

Waxes, Pair Brows, eae Grocer’s ‘Assistant June 
2at12 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 





Wieases, Revsen, Senghenith, Glam, Collier May 31 at 
12 h st, Mother Tydfil 
Woop, Phy arket a, Licensed Victualler May 
27 at 10.45 Royal Hotel, Crewe 
= east. ag iusicies May 27at11 Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Axsport, Hexray Taomas, Burton on Trent, Teacher of 
Music Burton on Trent Pet May 16 Ord May 16 
Auuisox, James, Culae, Lancs Builder Burnley Pet May 
18 Ord May 18 

Barser, CoLianper Coassas, — Surrey High 
Court Pet Le 16 

Back, Sis, Sout Shichi Pabhe house aad New- 
castle on Tyne Pet May 10 Ord May 

Carman, Cuances, Great Grimsby Great, ee Pet 
May 16 Ord May 16 

Cuapmay, Jouw Gana, Peaseholm? 5 Yorx, Inn- 
keeper York Pet May17 Ord May 

Cowarp, James Musro, Teddington ar Sarrey 
Pet Mayll Ord May 1s 

De Laroguve, Eowarp Emiie, Acton . Gray’s inn rd 
High Court Pet Mar 30 Ord May 18 

Dewynis, Jony, npg Devons, Farmer Barnstaple 
Pet May2 Ord May 

Datver, CHARLES, Norwich, Vinegar Merchant Norwich 
et May 6 Ord May 16 

Epwarps, Frances Amevia, Upton on ee, Boot Dealer 
Worcester Pet May 16 Ord May 16 

Farruro.t, Georce, Shepherd’s Barb,  erteenat Clerk 
High Court Pet Ma is Ord May 

Fortine, Davip, Camberwell rd, Baker High Court 
Pet April 5 Ord May 16 

Guymer, Dawyiet, Clayton, Lancs, Grocer’s Assistant 
Ashton under Lyne Pet May 16 Ord May 18 

Hoitmes, James, Halifax, Roller Coverer Halifax Pet 
April 13 Ord May 16 

Inte, Gzorce Henpert, West Smithfield, Provision Mer- 
chant High Court Pet March 15 Ord May 18 

Jessop, Joseru Artuvus, Ivegate, Bradford, staurant 
Proprietor Bradford Pet April 14 Ord "May 18 

Joygs, D Keay, ‘con’ Grocer Carmarthen Pet 
April 29 Ord Ma 

Kitts, Tuomas, ‘Alfreton, Derbys, Coal Miner Derby Pet 
May 16 Ord May 17 

Lanaton, STEPHEN, Balwell, Nottingham, Fruit Salesman 
Nottingham Pet May 13 Ord y 13 

Lyox, Wiii1am Henry, Stamford, — Builder Peter- 
borough Pet May17 Ord May 

Mircae.., WILLIAM, —. ) Rl Bradford Pet 
May 16 Ord Ma 

Morse, Frepericx ae nteney, Cora Merchant 
High Court Pet Dec 10 May 

Nievp, Taomas, Sanbach, Chester, Cabinet Maker Mac- 
clesfield Pet May16 Ord May17 

Pearc J Joux, Wigan, Draper Wigan Pet May 14 Ord 


16 

Reuse, Wa vace, Oldham, Journalist Olbham Pet May 
18 Ord May 18 

Seciars, Ropcer, Two Gates, nr Bordey, Coalminer 
Barnsley Pet May18 Ord May 1 

mer te agp, Torquay, Baker Exeter Pet May 18 

ay 16 

Sita, .~) >3" Croston, Lancs Bolton Pet May 
16 Ord May 17 

Saitn, Ferrx, Halstead, Essex, Harness Maker Colches- 
ter Pet May 16 Ord May 16 

Sita, Joux Haupsoy, Croston, kane, Ses Manufac- 
turer Bolton Pet May 16 Ord » * 

Sprostoy, Mary Any, Eastbourne, Florist Eastbourne 
Pet May 6 Ord May 17 

Toison, Gzorcs, Batley, Confectioner Dewsbury Pet 
May 17 Ord May 

Tuner, SAMUEL, Birmingham, Builder Birmingham Pet 
May 7 Ord May 


Wisox, James, Harp In, Gt Tower st High Court Pet 
March 11 Ord 

Waicut, Grorce, Shrewsbury, Salo, Innkeeper Shrewsa- 
bury Pet Ma 5 Ord 

Zassax, Numa, Highbury, Musician High Court Pet 
Mayi16 Ord May 16 

ADJUDICATION ANNULLED AND RECEIVING 
ORDER RYSCINDED. 

Fow er, Eve.yy, Thornwood Lodge, Campden Hill, Ken- 
sington High Court Ord Nov 15, 1895 Adjud Dec 
24,1895 Rese and Annul May 13 


London Gasette.—Turspay, May 24, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Bantiett, Faanx, Dover, geome. Manufacturer Canter- 
bury Pet May 20 Ord May 20 

Barrett, Witiiam, Chepstow, aan, Publican Newport, 
Mon Pet May9 Ord May 

Beaumont, WALTER, Halifaz, 7 Manufacturing Chemist 
Halifax Pet May19 Ord May 19 

Bent, Samvet, Ellistown, Leicester, Farmer Leicester 
Pet May 21 Ord May 21 

Bovu.tpen, Witt1am, Boughton under Blean, Kent, Wheel- 
wright Canterbury Pet April 29 Ord May 19 

Buckvury, Geerar, a, Lancs, Machinist Oldham 
Pet May 20 Ord May 2 

Burros, THomas Jauaerr, Laxfield, Suffolk Ipswich 

Pet May 20 Ord May 

Cuay, WILuan, Bilston, ‘Stafford, Seckuges Wo!lver- 
hampton Pet Mayi9 Ord May 19 

Dean, Percy Horsraut, Slaithwaite, nr Huddersfiel 
Wine I eee Huddersfield Pet May 20 O 


May 

Dassen, _ a Peiemem, Builder Birmingham Pet 
May 20 Ord May 2 

Dopswortn, ALFrep, Riccall, Yorks, Farmer York Pet 
May 20 Ord May 20 

Dowett, James, Prestatyn, Flint, Butcher Bangor Pet 
May 21 Ord May 21 

Duss, Avice Saxpers, Devonport, Refreshment house 
keeper Plymouth Pet May 21 Ord May 21 

Evans, Daniev, Lampeter, Cardigans, B ith Car- 

, re * Pet May 21 age! = 21 

ELLOWS, 1LL1am Ewart, Brierfiel ame, Confee- 
tioner Burnley Pet May 19 ond Kay 


Fiackx, Caartes Wir i Parennae, Hertford, Chemist 
Luton Pet May 21 L Ord May 21 

Foxes, a Wood 
Edmonton Pet April 28 Or pn aed 19 

Gitper, Samvet, New rd, Commercial rd, Cigar Maker 

High Court Pet 27 Ord May 2 

GiLimay, tv 10s0m, Covent. Commereial Cleik Coventry 
Pet May 19 ‘d May 19 

Greex, ALFRED rues Pall Mall pl High Court Pet 
March 25 


Green, a, Walton m4 Thames Kingston, Surrey Pet 
March 12 Ord May 19 

Harrison, Seamus Tomas, —, Leicester, Baker 
Leicester Pet May 21 “Ord May 21 

Hariey, Caarves Cuiirrorp, Rotherfield, — Baker 
Tunbridge Wells Pet May 20 Ord Ma 

Hewitt, Jouy, Lincola, Decorative Suleter’ Tincola Pet 
May 21 Ord May 21 

Horwistow, Faesmay, Lf rm Butcher Dorchester 
Pet May 21 Ori May 

Kixe, Atrrep, and aos Joun Weraersit, Est 
Stour, Dorsets, Millers Salisbury Pet May 19 Orl 
May 19 

W. Leasx & ‘Co, Monument pides, Fruit Brokers High 
Court Pet May18 Ord M —> 

Levene, Epowarp, Pall Mall, Furniture Dealer High 
Court Pet April4 Ord May 18 

Lovett, Ropert Cuanrves, aneae, Potato Merchant 
Truro Pet May 21 Ord May 21 

Mavunver, ALbiox, ~~ aad Devons, Smith Exeter Pet 
May 20 Ord May 20 

Pirer, mean, Seaceeme, Wardrobe Dealer High Court 
Pet May 3 Ord May 18 

Pook, pang Tedbury St Mary, Devon Exeter Pet May 
20 Ord May 20 

Reeves, Joun Henry, Cheadle, Staffs, a Dealer 

toke upon Trent Pet May19 Ord Ma 

Revkaurz, Erxest Hewney, and Taomas Ml James, 
Dover, Furniture Dealers Canterbury Pet May at 
Ord May 21 

Rocexs, Atrrep Josers, Sittingbourne, out, ae Mer- 
chant Rochester Pet May19 Ord Ma 

Rocers, Frank Wiuc1as, Andover, ab eg Salisbury 
Pet ‘May 19 Ord May 1 

a Atonas, Pontypridd, Butcher Pontypridd Pet 


yi 
Sco.es, JosEerH, Southwark at, Solicitor High Court Pet 
April5 Ord May 19 
Seaver, J, Old hae A chmbrs, Mining Engineer High 
Court "Pet March 9 Ord May 19 
Surron, Tomas, Land port, ‘Hats, Coal Dealer Ports- 
mouth Pet May 2 Ford Ma 7% 
Tuoycer, Gitsert, Harborne, _— Chemist Birming- 
ham Pet May9 Ord May 19 
Tims, 5 eat jun, saa Notts, Coal Miner Derby 
Pet 9 Ord May 19 
WALKER, yy” Doncaster, Confectioner Sheffield 
Pet May 20 Prieta Ae 
Wier, Grorasz, Ossett, York, Rag Merchant Dewsbury 
w ay 19 a May 19 im site 
ILKIns, SypNeEy WILLIAM, oa, Mea roker High 
b a Pig ee a Or May 2 peed Agents High 
ENDELL AILEY, el  : gen 
Court Pet April28 Ord May 
Amended notice substituted for Aes published in the 
London of A) 
Baresox, Josep Witt1am, Edgbaston, Joinery Manaiet- 
turer Birm Pet April19 Ord April 1 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
Assott, Henry Tuomas, Burton on Trent, Teacher of 
Music June 2 at 11.30 Off Rec, 40, St Mary’s gate, 


Derby 
Asupaipes, CHARLES Sossunees New Wortley, Leeds, Fish 
Hawker June 3 at ff Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 


anes JaMEs, a fatten JuneS8at3 Of Rec, 
8, Al bert rd, Middlesborough 

Baxter, Hesry Tao As, Southall, Farmer June 4 at 
12.30 Herbert & Son, 95, Peascod st, Windsor 

Beaumont, Wa.tse, i 
June 4at11 Off Rec, Townhall chmbrs, ‘ax 

Biynincrox, James Gipson, Kingston upon Hull, Bicycle 
— June lat2 Off Rec, Trinity House In, 

uw! 

Borroy, Taomas Jagrertt, go Suffolk June 17 at 
10 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ips 

Cuapman, Cuances, Gt Grimsby "Jane 1at11.30 Off Rec, 
15, Osborne st, Gt Giney 

Coorer, Sees Wiuam, Birmingham, Relieving Officer 
June 2 at1l 174,  Corpntion x, Birmingham 

Cowarp, James Munro, Ted Professor of Music 
June 1 at 12.30 24, Railway ap, my Bea Bridge 

Caoacer, Taomas H, Wood Green, Public House Valuer 
June 2at 12 Of Rec, 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple 
avenue 

— Grocer June 2 at 11,30 Off Rec, 
29, 

Dave, eg Peery, Herne Hill June 2 at 12 Bankruptcy 

Carey st 

Dez on Soum, Marwood, Devon, Farmer June 7 at 10. 30 
Sanders & Son, rnstaple 

Dopsworts, Atrgep, Biccall, York, Farmer June 7 at 
12.15 Off Rec, 28, Ston , York 

Daiver, Granete, Norwich, Vinegar Merchant June 4 at 
1 Off Rec. 8, King st, Norwich 

Dromcoo.e, Hersert Atexanves, St Helen's, Lanca, 
Dra; June 7 at 12 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liver- 


pool 
Eowarps, Fraxces Ametta, Upton on Severn, Boot 
al June 2 at 11.20 Off , 45, Copenhagen st, 
Eawoop, Wituiam Leycesrer, rem, Advertising Agent 
Junel at 11.30 24, Railway , London Bri ge 
Farrnro.t, Grorcz, Sheph ash, > Clerk 
June 2 at 2.30 iankruptey bigs, bidgs, 
Giipgr, Samvet, New -¥ 
June 2 at 12 y bldes O ok. st 





Off Rec, 17 fog igo hie 


Gitiman, Victor, Coveney. Commercial i {June 6 at 
| cure ‘Auraep Pautir, Pall MaM pl, Gent June 2 at 13 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
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Hosss, Joun Gzoncr, jun, B Bristol, Draper June 1 at 12.30 | Hanrisox, Groras o Teaas, _, Leicester, Baker Pay winged OWNERS, 

Off Rec, Baldwin st, Bris Leicester PetMay 21 Ord — Advertiser, who has Roy: several 
Horyr, CHARLES Mount, , oe Northamptons, | Herzeracr, Henny Cnarces, Chaseory In, Public house fannaget a large, tr trust erty just realized and 

Commercial Clerk June 1 at 12.30 County Court Broker Court Pet March 17 Ord May 19 Agent, or Secretary ; 
= bldgs. Sheep st, Northampton ‘ Hawirr, J Joux, I s, Lénoole, ive Painter Lincoln Pet | gui) fay <aliied hie : 0 bakers and the pro- 

RDON, CHARLES, uis untly, tingdcn fewsion.—V i ‘ournal”’ Office, 27, Chancery- 

9at2 ee lie. Gon a ot ma Hoses, “Jonx Cesena, jun, Bristol, Draper Bristol Pet WT. * 
Suseguaes, Re; ——-% ur yoy Labourer May Ord May 19 
- —s atl Off Rec, 4. r5.00 cal inet A as Honxintow, a Seat, Butcher Dorchester ae WANTED. — M. Davis, 40, 

HOMAS, Alfreton, Mine uni ll 
"Ott Ree my : ey: Kiva, pn Bgl yt Ay Joun Weruersct, East W.. ts open to Buy Properties in 


Off Rec, 40, St Mary’s gate, 

W Leasx & Co, Monument pidge E Feit Brokers June 2 
at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Levene, Epwakb, Pall . Furniture Dealer June 1 at 
12 Bankru bldgs, Carey st 

Lewis, Jonn Power, and Wittiam Moyrnan Lewis, 
Pig to idd, Grocers June2at2 Off Rec, 29, Queen 

a 


Manepes, Aprox, Starcross, Devons, Smith June 2 at 
Off Ree, 13. Bedford circus, Exeter 

aie Wiiuiam, Trawsfynydd, Merioneths, Licensed 

Victualler June 7 at 1.30 Market Hill, Blaenau 


Festiniog 

NicHots, sa, Old Catton, Norfolk, Grocer June 4 at 12 
Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Nok, Fraxx, Plaistow, Essex, Builder June2at3 Off 
Rec, 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple avenue 

Ovrram, ALGERNON Wasuineton, Eastbourne, 
Proprietor May 31 at 3.30 Coles & Son’s, Seaside 
Eastbourne 

Pracockx, Antuur Joun, Llandudno, Contractor May 31 
at1.45 Junction Hotel, Llandudno Junction 


» Pook, Jonx, ee June 2 at 10.30 Off Rec, 13, Bedford 


circus, 
SaRsanTsox, WILLIAM, Great Grimsby, Journeyman Gar- 
=o 1 at 11 Off Rec, 15, Osborne st, Great 


y 

SuEetpon, Atpert, Leeds June 3at12 Off Rec, 22, Park 
row, Leeds 

Sinxins, Witt1AM James, Frome, Somerset, Baker June 
lat12.15 Off Rec, Baldwin st, Bristol 

SKINNER, JEFFREY Cuanies Mv erTone, Cambridge, Insur- 
ance Agent June 22at 10.30 Off Reo, 5, Petty Cury, 
Cambndge 

SmrrTu, po James, Newcastle on Tyne, Confectioner 
June 6 at 11 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on 


Tyne 

SurtH, Fer1x, Halstead, Essex, Harness Maker June 10 
at1l The Cups Hotel, Colchester 

Srespina, James, Cardiff, Fish Merchant June 2 at 11 
Off Rec, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 

oo Josten, jun, Selston, Notts, Coal Miner June 2 

Off Rec, 40, 8t Mary’s gate, Derby 

ene Rasen, Birmingham, Builder Sans: Sati1l 174, 
Corporation st, Birmingham 

Vernon, Henry CHARLEs, a Bristol June 1 at 11.30 
Off Baldwin st, tol 

Warp, CuaRies, Whitle nf "Northumberland, Boot Maker 
June 6 at 11.30 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on 


Tyne 

Wiatey, Se & Sow, Nottingham, Commission Agents June 
2at12 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl. Park st, Nottingham 

Wray, HL. Wittiam, West Bromich, airyman 
June 15 at 2 County Court, West Bromwich 

Yeates, Josern, Clifton, Bristol, Working Gardener 
June lat12 Off Rec, Baldwin st, Bristol 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Aprep, Josera, Chiswick, Baker Brentford Pet May 14 
Ord May 17 


y 

Baxer, Goprrry Hua Massy, Bolton Bolton Pet Feb 
: ag mn Ch “y Publi N 

Barrett, Wituiam, Chepstow, Publican New Mon 
Pet May 9 Ord May 21 “oe 

Barrurrt, Fraxx, Dover, Ry Manufacturer Canter- 
bi Pet May 19 Ord May 20 

Bartzsoy, JoserH Wittiam, Edgbaston, Joinery cra 
turer Birmingham Pet April 19 Ord May 

Beaumont, Watrer, Halifax, yoanutactuning 7 Chemist 
Halifax Pet May 19 Ord Ma 

Bent, Samugy, Ellistown, ‘Leicester, Farmer Leicester 
Pet May 21 Ord May 21 

Bpomem, Conan, Nottingham Nottingham Pet Jan 17 


yi 

Bucxiry, Grorce, Chadderton, Lancs, Machinist Oldham 
Pet May 20 Ord May 20 

Burroy, THomas J ae Laxfield, Suffolk Ipswich Pet 
May 20 Ma 


y 20 
CagmicHagL, James Jerrery Situ, swesasten, Baker 
Worcester Pet Aprili8 Ord May 
Cray, Wii114M, Bilston, Innkeeper Waletensien Pet 
May19 Ord May 19 
Dzax, Percy Honrsraut, Slaithwaite, nr Huddersfiel 
Wine Merchant Huddersfield Pet May 20 O 


May 20 

Desuns, Jouy, Birmingham, Builder SBirmingham Pet 
May 20 Ord May20 | 

Dopswuatn, Atrrep, Riccg$ll, Yorks, Farmer York Pet 

Sewn, 0, re, Pretaty Flint, Butcher Bango 
WELL. JAMES. ny t, Butcher B r Pet 
April 26 Ord May 2 

Doxx, Arce daneune, ys amt House 
Keeper Plymouth Pet May 21 Ord May 

Eaton, 5am, Sheffield, a omnes Mason Bhetficla Pet 
May 17’ Ord May 

Ex.is, ALFRED, anne, ‘cardift, Florist Cardiff Pet April 
28 Ord May 17 

Evans, Dayie., Lampeter, Cardigan, Blacksmith Car- 
marthen Pet May 21 Ord May 21 

Patiows, Wittiam Ewart, = meet Lancs, Confectioner 
Burnley Pet May19 Ord May 

Fenner, Joun, reo Tas eeeens Birmiogham 
Pet April 29 aw 
CK, CHARLES manner _ r Hertford, Chemist 

y Luton Pet ‘ey 21 ee ee 21 

‘Rost, Groror ILLIAM, King William st, Stockbrok 

High Court Pet March17 Ord May is “a 

G@rtiwan, Victor, Coventry, Commercial Clerk Coventry 
Pet a 18 Ord May 19 

Greaves, Henry Jonw Tuomas, Poplar, ae Worker 


High Court Pet April15 Ord May 19 


Balisb May 18 "Ord May 18 
Pet. 18 y 19 
weyor High Court Pet Oct 27 


Laces, + on Surveyor 
Lovett, Soon Cuamms, pane, Potato Merchant 
Truro Pet May 21 


aon Dp, WaLLace Woe r, Wallington, - seat Fruit- 
on Pet May 12 Ord May 1 
aay worn —, Devons, 8: Seth. Exeter Pet 
Mocs Tusa a viacbyate, Bedford, Corn Dealer Luton 
Pet May 17 Ord May 21 


A 





building .about to be erected oft dpb 

site, numerous Suites of light with use of hydraulic 

Pull particulars obtained at Messrs. 

ONES, ane "& Co.'s Branch Office, Lonsdale-chambers, 
27, lane, where plans can be seen. 





Outram, ALGERNON A Eastbourn 
Pet May 18 Ord 3 vo 18 
Parturrs, Ricuarp James, Pembroke, Innkeeper Pem- 
broke Dock Pet May16 Ord May 21 
Pook, souy Tedburn St ,» Devons Exeter Pet May 


20 May 20 
Reeves, Joun Henry, Cheadle, Staffs, ry Dealer 
Stoke upon Trent Pet May 19 peo 4 
a ae Hewry, and Tomas omar Jamns, 
rie 4 BY urniture Dealers Canterbury Pet May 2 


ReEYNOLDs, . Wituram, Leiston, Suffolk, Jeweller 
Ipswich Pet April 19 Ord May 19 
am -y nee Henry, Beckenham, Kent Croydon 


Rosrnson, WILLIAM Joserm, anne, Watchmaker Bristol 
Pet May 11 Ord May i9 

Roaesrs, loo Joszpa, Sittingbourne, . Coal Mer- 
chant Rochester Pet May 19 Ord May 

Rooers, Frank Wituiam, Andover, 
bury Pet May18 Ord May 19 


A Salis- 


Sxinner, Freverick Hersert, Howgrave, nr Ripon, 
a Solicitor Northallerton Pet April 23 Ord 
ay 


Sxow, , + st, Strand, Solicitor High Court 
Pet Feb 14 Ord ay 19 


True, ary m, jun, Notts, Coal Miner Derby 
Pet May 16 May 19 


Vine, Percy Asesaee es ye Ke — 
Corn Pl Pet Aj Ord Ma 


ymouth 


Waker, Resecca, Doncaster, C on hn Sheela 
Pet May19 Ord og A 
“a Georce, Ossett, _ Rag Merchant Dewsbury 


et May 19 Ord May 
——— 





THINK THIS O 
Dr. Tibbles’ VieCocoa has fb Tat victorious over 


this 
let him = her leave off gulping down spirits, beer, 
fants nonage F and try ~~ yd prove this most wonderful 
f bev hich will do more to promote and main- 
tain a heal! hy’ action of the liver than all the so-called 
remedies. To the sedentary brain-worker who sits hour 
after hour in a stuffy room?coining his thoughts into 
current literature, to the lawyer poring over bis brief—or 
reading haré; to the quill-driver; we say, take to Dr. 
Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa, and vow'll find after a week or so of 
Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa you’ll be in that happy state that 
+ won’t ond you have a liver, and your life will be full 
of suns 
siThe cniegne vitalizing and restorative powers of Dr. 
Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa are being recognized to an extent 
unknown in the history of any Pe mee y ws 
Dr. Lage Pttangeen? ancy + btained from all chemists, 
Cag eT d stores, or from Dr. Tibbles’ =a Lim- 
60, 61, and 62, Bunhill-row, London, E. 
Tibbl ? * ¥iCoooe, and we ~ "prepared claim for =. 
es’ Vi- we are any 
reader (a postcard will do) who names the Soxicirors’ 
Journat, a dainty sample tin of Dr "Tibbles” Vi-Cocoa free 
and post-paid. 


PARTNER hate wean with £400 for Anglo- 
Paris; good opening for : wD ; Bolitor “Addre 
Panis, **Solicitors’ Journal,” 27, Ghamepiane, 00. 


SE Somat ,000 REVERSION for Sale, oon in 


° omnes survivorship, the insurance premium of 
Which | is £14 1s. ST ice of Cuorer & Sr. 
Log ne Auctioneers, way-road, High- 
gata, 


£3: ,300 Required at 34 per Gent., on security 
of a Freehold Residence and another smaller 

Stables, &c. , and 70 acres of Pasture and good Building Land 

within 25 miles of London; full 

— fee; strict valuation just made. Ks “ Bolici- 
tor~’ Journal”’ Office, 27, Chancery-lane, W. 


freBBHOLD ESTATE for <a. ousiaaion 

over £1,100 per annum, ay increased “omy 2 
minutes London; close to station.—Apply, | , Mr. 
Evans, 150, Fenchurch-street, E.C. 


ALUATIONS of Modern and Old LACES. 
Hi rg ice ven for Old Point and Modern Real 
Laces, Old Embroi Lay eh fa ag ‘ll, Old 
Bond-street. Established 1770 in Oxford-street 


NTERNATIONAL ADVERTISING. a 
J. Nswiayp, Advertising Contractor, 5, Little Trinity- 
lane, London, E.C., Inserts Advertisements upon the most 























rca arg terms in all a. Foreiga, and Couloniat 
Newspapers, nape y= ee <3 gael ist of the best” 
papers ; py one 1 particula free, 





‘_ ae 27, Chenesry~ 
lane, W.C.—To 
 mencemtnaeg A ey ey Offices at very mw 


ie jy "Cov at the Hxtate Ofice ep, + fake gy Jonzs, 


Peed Ip deeulie 
axa, « Co., at 





op ae 
& Co., Estate 





J SMITH HILL, B.A., B.8c., Principal. 


RIENT COMPANY’S PLEASURE 
CRUISE by their 
' @teamship “LUSITANIA,” 3,912 tons register, from 
Lewpow 15th June, Lerra 17th Juwe, to the finest 
FIORDS in NORWAY 
And the NORTH CAPE (for Midnight Sun), 
Arriving back in London 11th July. 
Other Cruises to follow. 
High-class cuisine, string band, electric light, &o, 








Managers: F. Green & Go. ; Anderson, Anderson, & Co, 
Head Offices: Fenchurch-avenue. 


pan er 


EDE AND SON, 


ROBE = MAKERS, 


‘BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT. 


me ein Oe Hel een 


ROBES YOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
SISLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law and Gowns for T 
ee nee aa 


Corporation odes, Universityand Clergy Cowns. 


ESTABLISHED 1639. 


ie of the 


- 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 








BRAND & CO’S 
SPECIALTIES 
For INVALIDS. 


ESSENCE OF BEEF, 
BEEF TEA, 
MEAT JUICE, &c., 


Prepared from finest ENGLISH MEATS 
Of ali Chemists and Grocers, 





BRAND & CO., LTD., MAYFAIR, W., & MAYFAIR 
WURK», VAUXHALL, LONDON, 8.W. 
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TREATMENT t OF INEBRIETY. 


DALRYM PLE HOME, 
RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately. 
For Terms, &c., apply to 
R. WELSH BRANTHWAITE, 
Medical aoa, 


| TREATMENT of INEBRIETY and ABUSE of DRUGS. 


‘HIGH SHOT HOUSE, 
ST, MARGARET'S, TWICKENHAM, 


For Gentlemen under the Acts and privately. 
23 to 4 Guineas. 
Apply to Medical Superintendent, 
FP. BROMHEAD, B.A., M.B. (Camb.), M.B.C.8. (Eng.) 


THE STRUGGLE FOR EXISTENCE. 

eee student. the exhausted professional man, t ag 
teacher. reatored, and strengthened by 
Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa, mainly through the action A 4 deat 
beneficent ingredient, Kola, which brightens the eve, = 
stores up reserve power in the nervous sy: 
mind, nervous system controls and directs all the | 
pone 2 sanon e. It is the man or woman with | 
the ‘ous system that wins in the battle of life. | 


Merit, and merit alone, is what is claimed for ie. 
Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa, snd the proprietors are 
send to any reader who names the So.rorrors pa smierthed 
an fample tin of Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa free and post- 
There is no magic in all this, It is a plain, honest, 
rernightforward offer. It is done to introduce the merits 
pee oe mare, tyne every home. Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa asa 
‘trated form of nourishment and vitality is invalu- 
able sie and more than this, for to all who wish to face the 
battle of life with greater endurance and more 
d exertion, it is absolutely indispensable. 
a om Mibbles’ Vi-Cocoa can be obtained from all chemists, 
grocers, and or from Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa, Limited, 
60, 61, and 62, Bunhill-row, Lond jon, E.C. 


REVERSIONARY and LIFE INTERESTS 
Bien UANDED of FUNDED PROPERTY or other 


Loans o: 
by the EQUITABER RE- 
VERSIONAEY SEY INSENEST BO SOCIETY (LIMITED), 10 
Lancaster Waterloo Bridge, Strand. Established 
lized 


Terms, 





INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 
Medical Attendant: CHAS. J. BOND, F.R.C.S. Eng., 
L.B.C.P. Lond. Principal: H. M. RILEY, Assoc. 
Study of Inebriety. Thirty years perience. 
and Medical References. For terms and particulars 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 








tal, £500,000. Interes' on Loans may be eapita- 
: 0. H. CLAYTON, Joint 
F. H. CLAYTON, | Secretaries, | 


THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, | THE COMPANIES ACTS, 1862 TO 1890. 
(Estastisuzn 1829), 
Purchase Interests in Real and Personal | 
Property, Life Interests and Life Policies, and 
Advance ll upon these Securities. 
Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, £616,525. 
The Society has moved from 17, King’s Arms-yard, to 
30, COLEMAN STREET, E.C. 


Special Advantages to Private Insurers. 
THE IMPERIAL rsvrance company | 
tnarmep, FIRE. 


Established 1803, 


1, Old Broad-street, E.C., 22, “a 8.W., and a 
Chancery-lane, W | 


Gubscribed Capital, £1,200,000 ; Puid-ep, £300,000, 
Total Funds over £1,500,000. 
E. COZENS SMITH, General Manager. 


IFE ASSURANCE POLICIES 
WANTED for large sums on lives past forty-five. 


Considerably over surrender value given. 








BY AUTHORITY. 


uisite under the eats 4 Acts on the 
Every req A &. supplied 





| 
The BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate 
| “MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION 


speedil cael in the 
| Sietribution. 8 iPrricaTEs, D ENTURES, 
| OH ee. 2 eee” cal ted. OFFICIAL 


vm 
oe signe dand executed. No for Sketche 





Solicitors’ 4 Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & £0., 


Stationecs, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, 


49, FLEET-STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner 
of Serjeants’-inn). 





Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


Speedy settlements and highest references. 
Also Reversions and Life Interests purchased. 
T. ROBINSON, 

_ Insurance Broker, 85, High-street West, Sunderland. 


DHGNIX FIRE OFFICE, 19, LOMBARD- 
STREET, and 57, Cgantee-cross, Lowpox. 
Established 1782. 
Lowest Current Rates. 
Liberal and Prompt Settlements. 
Assured free of all Liability. 
Electric Lighting Rules supplied. 


W. C. Macporatp, Joint 
F. B. Macpowatp, } Secretaries. 


NATIONAL REVERSIONARY IN- 
VESTMENT CO., LIMITED. Founded 1867. 
REVERSIONARY INTERESTS (Absolute and Contin- 
LIFE INTERESTS, UIFE POLICIES, and 


t 
ENNUITIES Purchased, 


ESTABLISHED 1851. 


South 


W.c, 


INVESTED FUNDS - = - £8,000,009. 
Number of ea 75,061. 
TWO-AND-A-HALF per CENT. INTEREST allowed 


on DEPOSITS. ble on demand. 
fav. on CURRENT CURRENT ACCOUNTS, on the 


, when not drawn below £100 
* ANNUITIES purchased and 





sold for customers. 


SAVINGS “DEPARTMENT. 
Small Deposits received, and Interest allowed monthly on 
each completed £1. 
a= BIRKBECK ALMANACE, with full particulars 


Telephone No, 65005. 
Telegraphic Address: 








by BIRKBECK, LONDON.” 


BIRKBECK BANE| 
—_ | 





The Company pays all its own Costs of Purchase, 
Apply to nirsememe 68, Old Broad-street, London, E.C. 


G. F. BOX & CO., 


sheet VALUERS, ESTATE —— ame RENT 
ECEIVERS, AND BAILIFFS 
_ Auction Pa for Sale of Furniture and every descrip- 
tion of Property. [£stablished 1885. } 
Offices ; 227, Lower Cuapton-roap, N.E., and at 66, Grey- 
HOUND-LANE, SrasaTHan, 8.W. 


(QENTRAL Lo LONDON RAILWAY.—Shep- 
herd’s Bush, Ni a. West Kensington Park, 
and District.—Owners to Sell or Let P. 
these districts should send to (©. Rawiey Cross & 


in 
+» who 


collec- 
tions undertaken (large or small), and Ane of all kinds 
managed on inclusive terms; pun ctual payments guaran- 
teed ; references to clients of 20 years’ standing.— Offices, 
_ Lchester House,” (facing) Uxbridge-road Station, W. 
Established 1877). Telephone No. 669, Kensington. 








LONSDALE PRINTING WORKS, 


LONSDALE BUILDINGS, 27, CHANCERY LANE, 





ALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 
PRINTERS and PUBLISHERS. 
BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES. 


NEWSPAPERS & PERIODICALS. 
And all General and Commercial Werk. 
Every description of Printing—/arge or small, 


Printere of THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL Newspaper. 


Authors advised with as to Printing and Publishing. 
Estimates and all information furnished. 


Contracts entered into. 


EPPS’S COCOAINE. 


COCOA-NIB EXTRACT. 


The choicest roasted nibs (broken-up beans) of the 
natural Cocoa on being subjected to a powerful hydraulic 
ressure, give forth their excess of oil, | aS for use a 
ely-flavoured powder—‘‘ Cocoaine,” a product which, 
when prepared with boiling 
Pi tea, of which it is now, with many, 
the place. Its active principle being a 
stimulant, supplies the needed 
exciting the system. Sold only in labelled Tins 
to obtain it of your tradesman, a tin will be sent post-free 
for 9 stamps.—JAMES EPPS & cO., LTD., Homoeopathic 
Chemists, Londen. 





— ~ 








Valuations | 
# LEGAL # 
PROFESSION, 
PROBATE, &c. 


PROMPTITUDE. 


Low Charges 








